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Mr. BOTTS read the following resolution: 


ereloes, That a committee of nine members be appointed, 
with instructions diligently to inquire into the truth of the pre- 
charges preferred against John Tyler, and to report to 
this House the testimony ‘taken to establish said charges, to- 

r with their opinion whether the said John Tyler hath so 
acted in his official capacity as to require the interposition of 
the constitutional power of this House; and that the committee 
have power to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. BOTTS then observed that he had but one 
remark to make, and he hoped he would not be 
interrupted by his colleague while making it. Af- 
ter baving been challenged, defied, and dared to 
make these charges— 

Mr. WISE would throw nv obstructions in his 
colleague’s way. All that he desired was, that the 
strict order of the House should be preserved in these 
proceedings. 

Mr. BOTTS asked permission of the House to 
make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER observed that, except by uni- 
versal consent, the gentleman could not be indulged; 
and the gentleman from Virginia on his right [Mr. 
Wise] objected. 

Mr. WISE said that he would not object to his 
colleague’s proceeding, when the matter was fully 
before the House. As he understood it, the ques- 
tion was now On the appeal of the gentleman trom 
Vermont; the decision of which would be a decision 
whether the matter was befere the House or not. 
All that he asked was, that equal latitude of debate 
should be allowed to all. 

Mr. BOTTS said that all he wan‘ed to remark 
was, that he desired to connect no man, or set of 
men, with his proposition. He desired no man or 
party to be committed on it, till the evidence was 
before the House. By the appointment of a com- 
mitiee to investigate the testimony he would be 
able to bring forward, they would b= able to de- 
cide, ata future day, whether Mr. Tyler bad com- 
mitied acts deserving of impeachment by that 
House. If be succeeded in establishing the truth 
of these charges, he presumed there would be no 
member of that House found voting against the 
impeachment. If, on the contrary, he failed in 
establishing them, let the odium fall on him, and 
himalone. He was willing to take all the respon- 
sibility; and he wanted no man now to commit 
himself for or against the charges he offered. 


The SPEAKER here asked permission to ex- 
plain more fully the grounds of his decision. Since 
the present Speaker had been in the chair, there 
had been no case of this kind before the House, and 
only'wo cases since the beginning of the Govern- 
ment. The first was that of Chief Justice Chase, 
in which no question like the one now raised 
was presented. That case was then considered and 
acted upon by the House as a privileged question. 
Mr. Randolph rose in his seat, and, without any 
resolution or specific charges, after some remarks 
on the conduct of Judge Chase, moved for a com- 
mittee to take into consideration the propriety of 
impeaching him. The matter went on day after 
day, and, by the universal acquiescence of the 
House, took preference of all other business as a 
Privileged question. In addition to this, the Chair 
considered this asa high constitutional question, 
paramount to all others, without reference to the 
rules of the House. The Chair, therefore, con- 
sidered the House bound to act on the resolution, 
either by reception or rejection of it. 

Mr. EVERETT then withdrew kis appeal. His 
reason, he said, for making i', was, that he wished 
to see the business of the House carried on. 

’ Mr. RAYNER here moved the previous ques- 
ion. 

Mr. WISE wished to make an inquiry, and re- 
quested the gentleman from North Carolina to 
Withdraw his motion, promisieg to renew it. He 

to inquire what the charges were, and from 

they came: He understood that this Mouse 

only could make charges on which to found an im- 
ment. 


Mr. BOTTS referred as precedents to the case 





charger; and to the case of Judge Peck, in which 
the charges were made by a member of the Mis- 
souri bar. In both cases, the matter was referred 
to a commiltiee. What he now presented were 
not articles of impeachment, but charges for a 
committee to investigate the truth of, and to found 
an impeachment on, if substantiated. 

Mr. WISE, in a few observations, contended 
that there was no precedent in the case of Judge 
Chase; and if the House would look into it, they 
would find that there was no analogy between that 
and the present case. In this case, his colleague 
made himself the impeaching power. 

Mr. BOTTS, at the suggestion of Mr. McKAY; 
modified his resolution, by inserting the word ‘‘pre- 
ceding,” before the word “charges.” Mr. B. took 
the occasion further to modify his resolution, by 
adding ‘‘and that the said committee shall have 
power to send for persons and papers.” 

The resolution as modified was then read; when 

Mr. WISE said: Now, sir, I ask, what are the 
preceding charges? 

Mr. BOTTS said that he had now appended the 


resolution to the charges, and would send them up 
in that form to be read. 


Mr. WISE. I only wish to inquire, further, 
whether these charges are signed by any person? 
Who is “1?” 

Mr. BOTTS. No, sir; they are not signed; but 
I can put my name to them—and do it in the 
presence of wilnesses, too, if the gentleman 
pleases. 

Mr. PROFFIT. Send them up; send them up. 

The charges and reso'ution were then sent up 
to the Chair, and read by the Clerk. 

At the conclusion of the reading by the Clerk, 
there were loud cries of “Question,” “Question.” 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the reso- 
lution on the table. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no; Jet us have 
a vote.” | 


Mr. BOTTS called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. WISE, and many ether members, entreated 
Mr. C. Joxnnscn to withdraw his motion; but he 
refused to do so. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and, 
being taken, resulted—yeas 101, nays 119, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Sherlock J. Andrews, Arrington, Baker, 
Barton, Bidlack, Borden, Bowne, Briggs, Brockway, Bron- 
son, Aaron V, Brown, Charles Brown, Burnell, William But- 
ler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Calhoun, 
John Campbell, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, Cowen, 
Cross, R. D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Doig, John C. Edwards, 
Egbert, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, John G. Floyd, Charles A. 
Fioyd, Fornance, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, Wm. 
O. GooJe, Gordon, Graham, Gwin, Hastings, Henry, Hop- 
kins, Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, James Irvin, Jack, William 
Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, Lewis, 
Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Rdbert McClellan, 
McKeon, Mallory, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, John 
Thomson Mason, Mathews, Maxwell, Meriwether, Mitchell, 
Moore, Parmenter, Partridge, Pickens,.Benj. Randall, Rencher, 
Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Roosevelt, Saunders, Shields, Sol. 
lers, Sprigg, Steenrod, Stokely, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Sum- 
ter, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, Trotti, 
Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Ward, Westbrook, 
Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, Wood, and Yorke—101, 

*NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Arnold, Ath- 
erton, Aycrigg, Babcock, Barnard, Beeson, Birdseye, Black, 
Blair, Boardman, Botts, Boyd, Brewster, Milton Brown, Jer- 
emiah Brown, Burke, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Chittenden, J. 
C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke,James Cooper, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Eastman, John Edwards, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gam- 
ble, Gentry, Gilmer, Goggin, Green, Gustine, Halsted, Harris, 
Hays, Holmes, Houck, Houston, Howard, Huat, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Wm. W. Irwin, James, John P, Kennedy, Andrew 
Kennedy, King, Lane, McKay, McKennan, Marchand, Thomas 
F. Marshall, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maynard, Medill, Miller, 
Morgan, Morrow, Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, Owsley, Payne, 
Pope, Powell, Proffit, Ramsey, Randolph, Rayner, Read, 
Reding, Ridgway, Rodney, Rogers, Wm. Russell, James 
M. Russell, Salstonstall, Sanford, Sewell, Shaw, Shepperd, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Stratton, John T. 
Stuart, Summers, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, Toland, Triplett, Trumbull, Turney, Underwood, War- 
ren, Washington, Watterson, Weller, Edward D. White, Jo 
seph L. White, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Wil- 
liams, Wise, Augustus Young, and John Young—119. 


So the motion was negatived. 
The question then recurred on seconding the de- 
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mand for the previous euestion; which was agreed 
to. 
Mr. CUSHING demanded the yeas and nays on 
the question, Shall the main question be now put? 
[Cries of “Oh, no.” 

Mr. PROFFIT. Yes; let us have the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. TURNEY inquired what would be the ef- 
fect of negativing the main question? 

The SPEAKER replied, it would drive the 
question over till to-morrow. 

Mr. CUSHING then withdrew his cali for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD renewed the demand; and 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk began to call the roll, when 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose and said he recollected 
that, under a recent decision of the Speaker, the 
effect of deciding against putting the main ques- 
tion would be to lay it over from day to day, as 
had occurred a short time ago; he would therefore 
withdraw his demand for the yeas and nays. 
[Cries of “Oh! no; it is too late.”] Well, then, 
he gave notice that, if the main question should be 
negatived, he would move a reconsideration of the 
vote seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
—yeas 122, nays 90, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 


Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Aycrigg, Babcock, Ba- 
ker, Barton, Beeson, Birdseye, Black, Blair, Boardman, Bor- 


| den, Bowne, Boyd, Bronson, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, 


Jeremiah Brown, Burke, Burnell. William Batler, William B. 
Cainpbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, t'ary, Casey, 
Chittenden, Staley N. Clarke, Clinton, Colquia, James Coop- 
er, Mark A. Cooper, Cranston, Cravens, Cross, Cusbing, Dan- 
jel, Garrett Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Eastman, John Ed- 
wards, John ©. Edwards, Ferris, Fessender,, Fillmore, A, L. 
Foster, Gentry, Gilmer, Green, Gustine, Harris, =o Houck, 
Houston, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, James Irvin, William W. 
Irwin, Jack, Jarnes, Cave Johnson, John P. Kennedy, King, 
Lane, Lewis, Marchand, Thomas F. Marshall, Samson Mason, 
Mathiot, Maxwell, Medill, Mitchell, Morgan, Morrow, New- 
hard, Oliver, Owsley, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, 
Rayner, Read, Reding, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, 


| Saltonstall, Sanford, Sewell, Shaw, Slade, Truman Smith,, 
Sprisg, Sianly, Steenrod, Stratton, Alexander H. Hi. Stuart. 


John Stuart, Summers, John B. Thompson, Richard W, 


| Thompson, Toland, Tomlineon, Triplett, Turney, Underwood, 


Van Rensselaer, Warren, Washington, Watterson, Weller 


| Joseph L, White, Thomas W. Williams, Wise, and Yorke— 


122. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bidlack, Botts, Brewster, Briggs, Brock- 
way, Charles Brown, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caid- 
well, Calhoun, John Campbell, Clifford, Coles, Cowen, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, Dean, Doig, Egbert, Evereu, John G. Floyd, C. 
A. Fioyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gates, Giddings, Goggin, P. G. 
Goode, Gordon, Graham, Granger, Gwin, Halste!, Henry, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Wubard, Hunter, Willliam Coat Johnson, 
Isaac PD. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, 
Mattocks, Miller, Moore, Osborne, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, 
Pickens, Pope, Proffit, Randolph, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, 
Riggs, Rogers, James M. ussell, Saunders, Shepperd, 
Shields, Snyder, Stokely, Sumter, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, 
Tillinghast, Trott, Trumbull, Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, 
Westbrook, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Winthrop, Wood, Augustus Young, and John Young - 90. 

So the main question was ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the Heuse had ordered the 
main question to be put, and also of the vote by 
which the previous question was seconded. He 
was about to debate the motion; but was called to 
order. 

The SPEAKER decided that one motion only 
could be entertained at a time. The motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered to be put, would first be in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD accordingly made tha! mo- 
tion, and asked for the yeas and nays thereon, 

The House refused to order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for tellers. 

The House refused to order tellers: 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
reconsider, and the House refased to agree to it. 

The question then recurring upon the adoption 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Borrs] +. e. of impeachment— 

Mr. GRANGER rose and said that one of the 
proposed charges against the President of the 
United States was, that he removed certain inno- 
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went men from office. [Laughter] Now, there 
was atime when be (Mr. G.) acted as accessory 
to the President, in the execution of a nomber of 
political innocents, [laughter } and he should there- 
fore ask to be excased from voting upon the ac- 
ceptance of the charges preferred. 

Mr. HOPKINS asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion, and they were ordered. 

The House agreed to excuse the gentleman— 
yeas 111, nays 91. When Mr. Hovsron’s name 
was called, he rose and inquired if it was too late 
to ask the gentleman [Mr. Granoer] a question. 
He wished to know whether the gentleman from 
New York considered the charge of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Borrs,] as implicating him- 
self, and rendering him liable to the charge of cor- 
rupticn in office? 

Tee SPEAKER said it was too late to ask and 
answer a question after the call of the roll had 
been commenced. 

The question then récurred on the resolution of 
the g-niieman from Virginia, (Mr. Borrs,] and re- 
sulted as follows: ayes 83, nays 127. 

YEAS—Mesers, Adams, Landaff W. Andrewa, Arnold 
Aycrigg, Babcock, Barnard, Birdseye, Black, Boardman, 
Rotta, Boyd, Milton Brown, William B. Campbell, Thomas 
J. Campbel!, Caruthers, Casey, John C Clark, Staley N. 
Clarke, Colquitt, James Cooper, Mark A. Cooper, Cranston, 
Cravens, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Deberry, John Edwards, 
Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, Gentry, 
Goggin, Green, Halsted, Hays, Houston, Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James, John P. Kennedy, King, Lane, McKennan, 
Thomas F. Mateshall, Mathiot, Maynard, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Pendleton, Powell, Ramsey, Alex- 
ander Randall, (Rayner, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, 
James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sewell, Shepperd, Slade, 
Tromaa Bmith, Sollers, one Stratton, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, J. B. Thompson, R. W. 

Trumbull, Turney, Underwood, Warren, Washington, Joseph 
L.. Whit, Christopher H. Williams, and John Young—83. 

NAYS—Mesers. 8. J. Andrews, Atherton, Baker, Barton, 
Beeson, Bidiack, Borden, Bowne, Brewster, Briggs, Aaron V. 
Brown, Oharles Brown, Burke, Burnell, William Butler, 
Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Cathoun, John 
Campbell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Cowen, 
Cross, Cushing, Richard D. Davis, Dawson. Dean, Doan, 
Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Ferris, 
Charies A. Floyd, Fornance, Gates, Giddings, Gilmer, Pat- 
rick G. Goode, Wm. O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Gustine, 
Gwin, Harris, Hastings, Henry, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, 
Hioward, Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, James Irvin, William W. 
Irwin, Jack, William Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, Isaac D. 
Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, 8. Mason, J. T. Mason, 
Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwel!, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, 
Mitchell, Newhard, Oliver, Parmenter, Partridge, Payne, Pick- 
ens, Proffit, Read, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, 
Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Shields, Snyder, Sprigg, 
Steenrod, Stokely, Alexander H. H. Stuart, Sumter, Jacob 
Thompson, Tillinghast, Trotti, Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, 
‘Wallace, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Thomas W. 
Wiliams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, and 
Augustus Young—127. 


So the House refused to adopt the resolution. 

The SPEAKER then announced that the next 
business in order would be the reception of reports 
irom the standing committees; and, they. being 
called on, reports were made as follows: 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, from the Com- 
mittee on the Pablic Lands, reported a bill to 
legalize the sale of certain lands made at Choc 
chama and Columbus, Mirsissippi; which was 
twice read, and referred. 

Mr. HOWARD presenied the preamble and 
resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, on the 
subject of a military road from Saganaw to Macki- 
nac, 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill declaratory of the Ist and 

i articles of the treaty made with the Chippewa 
Indians at Saganaw, Michigan; which was twice 
read, and referred. 

Mr. CALHOUN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Mrs. Ann 
Wangus; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. WOOD reported a joint resolution directing 
the application of an existing appropriation for 
building a dry-dock at Brooklyn, New York; 
which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the memorial of Hora- 
tio Greenongh on the subject of the disposal of his 
statue of Washington; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Elizabeth Gresham; which was twice read, 
and referred. 

Mr. MATHIOT, trom the same committee, 


Thompson, Toland, Triplett, | 
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reported a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Powers; 
which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, from the Committee on 
the Library, reported a joint resolution for the dis 
tribution of ceriain copies of the census returns, 
and the Compendium of the Sixth Census; which 
was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. PENDLETON said he had a petition 
which he wished to present, from a soldier of 
Wayne’s army, who was wounded at the battle of 
Maumee; and begged leave to accompany it with 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the laws 
relating to revolutionary pensions, to the armies employed 
against the Indians northwest of the Ohio river prior to the year 
1795, with leave to report by bill or otherwise, 

The resolution was adopted, and the petition 
referred to the same committee. 

Mr. CHAPMAN presented the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Alabama, on the subject of the 
appointment of an agent to settle all questions re- 
maining unsetied under the late Creek treat): re- 
ferred to the Commitiee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of New York, complaining of the 
operations of the new tariff on the importation of 
hardware. As the memorial contained va'uable 
statistical information, he moved that it be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr UNDERWOOD presented the memorial of 
sundry captains ani owners of steamboats navi- 
gating the western waters, complaining of the act 
of Congress regulating steamboat transportation; 
which was referred to a select committee. 

Mr. EVERETT moved that the House proceed 
to the consideration of the bill to repeal the bank- 
rupt law. ' 

The SPEAKER said that the next business in 
order would be the resolution of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Bowng,] to refund the fine 
imposed on General Jackson. 


Mr. EVERETT moved to postpone that resolu- 
tion till to-morrow; which motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER said that the resolution repoited 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, on the sub- 
ject of the exchequer, would be the next business 
in order. 


Mr. PROFFIT, who had the floor, addressed the 
House in reply to Mr. Marsuatt; and, in the 
course of bis rematks, commented very severely 
on the tortuous course of the Whig party. He 
could not keep the :un of them; and at no one 
time did he know where to find them. At the last 
session, a large majority of them declared that the 
President was guilty cf impeachable offences; and 
now, when one of their number stood boldly for- 
ward, and brought forth his charges on which to 
found an impeachment, staking his reputation, 
name, and fame on the truth of them,—why, they 
were gone. This morning, it was decided that the 
President was unimpeached and unimpeachable 
He was willing, and all the business men of the 
country were willing that they should withdraw 
their case, pay costs, and let itdrop. For his part, 
he would have been perfectly willing that the im- 
peachment should have gone on, as he would like 
to see the black silk gowns, and other trappings of 
a court of impeachment; but he did not vote for 
the resolution, because he did not believe in the 
truth of the charges, or that they contained im- 
peachable matter. He conceived, however, that 
every gentleman who voted for it believed that 
the charges did contain impeachable matter. 


Mr. T. F. MARSHALL here asked leave to 
make an explanation; which being granted, he said 
that he voted for the resolution, but did not expect, 
nor did he wish, to be understood as committing 
himself to the questions, either as to the propriety 
of an impeachment, or whether the charges con- 
tained impeachable matter, which was one of the 
graviest and most difficult questions which could 
be brought forward. Farther, he had not exam- 
ined that question. He was only in favor of giv- 
ing the gentleman the committee, and nothing more. 

Mr. PROFFITT. Well,:ir, here is one of the 
first lawyers in the House, that is not for endorsing 
the charges as containing impeachable matter. I 
take it for granted that all the lawyers in the 


House will say the same thing, and that the vor 
on the resolution was a kind of accommodation Vote 
Mr. COOPER of Georgia asked leave to make 
anexplanation. He was far from thinking, ig th. 
vote he gave, of expressing any opinion in regard 
to this matter. He merely intended to say tha: jt 
was due tothe gentleman from Virginia, due i» 
the country, and due to the officer, that he shoujq 
vote for a commitige of investigation. He did 
not believe for one ‘moment, that any COMMiI:tee 
could be found who could implicate the Presiden; 
Mr. PROFFIT hoped there would be no mon 
explanations, and that he might be permitted to 
on. The gentleman from Virginia, it seemed, wa, 
to be left alone in his glory. 
Mr. BOTTS asked leave to make an explana. 
tion. He was prouder of the position he occupied 
than that of any other gentleman on the floor, 
Mr. PROFFIT made a remark in reply, which 
was not heard; and then went on to notice the re. 
marks of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Grancer,} and the charges that gentleman had 
made against the Executive and his friends on tha 
floor. The gentleman said that he (Mr. P.) and 
his friends took the pet lamb and crippled it, ang 
he thought, with the gentleman from Kentucky, 
that the gentleman from New York was perfectly 
competent to speak about sheep. Mr. P., for him. 
self, confessed that the gentleman’s speech was the 
most sheepish speech he had ever heard. 


Again, (said Mr. P.,) we were told that the friends 
of the President follow his lead on all occasions; 
and, in five minutes afier, in direct contradiction 
to what he had just said, he charged us with disa. 
greeing with the President, and making his bill our 
own. One moment, the gentleman charged him 
(Mr. P.) and bis friends with following the Presi. 
dent’s lead; and the next, he charged them with 
having taken the President’s pet lamb and crop. 
ping it, and cutting its tail off. Why did not the 
Whig party have their caucuses as formerly, and 
agree upon a plan of attack? 

After some further remarks, he denied that he 
was in favor of the President’s exchequer plan in 
all its details; but, nevertheless, he was surprised, 
on passing through Cincinnati, on his way to the 
seat of the General Government, to find so many 
persons in favor of it—from 5,000 to 6,000 of whom 
in that city bad signed a petition to Congress, pray- 
ing its passage, with very distirguished Whig gen- 
tlemen at their head. The report of the gentle- 
man from New York, which originated this debate, 
he had no doubt every Democrat would wish to 
see printed; nay, he doubted not they would vote to 
print 10,000 extra copies, for it was the strongest 
report in favor of the sub-treasury that ever ema- 
nated from any committee on earth. He knew 
they said the sub-treasury had some errors; but 
every word in that report, against the exchequer, 
wasan argument egainst a bank of the United 
States. They went agains! expansive power: and was 
not that right? and was it not an argument against 
a bank of the United States as well as against the 
President’sexchequer? He pursued this theme some 
lime; then replied to arguments based on the as- 
sumption that the officers of the Government would 
issue more paper than the law allowed uncer the 
exchequer, pointing to the issue of treasury notes, 
which was not known to exceed the authorized 
ameun', under Mr. Van Buren’s or the subsequent 
Administration. He then cited a case to show the 
influence of leading politicians in procuring fot 
their friends loaus from a national bank. He 
next noticed some remarks made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. Marsnatt]} yesterday on the 
present exchequer plan. 

Mr. MARSHALL exp'ained. 

Mr. WISE desired to correct the report of Mr. 
MarsHaLt’s remarks, which appeared in the Na- 
tional Intelligencer of this morning, as far as they 
regarded himself. In that report, Mr. MarsHalt 
was made to say that he (Mr. W.) had said he 
might be waked up at 4 or 6 o’clock in the moro- 
ing, and he could tell what Mr. Tyler would do ia 
relation to any measure. 

Mr. MARSHALL said he did not make any 
such remark. 

Mr. WISE continued. What he said in the re 
marks referred to by the gentleman from Ken: 





——— 
peat best 
mo 
whether M: 
pill or not. 
would do w 
additional 
death of GC 
was oD his 
be beard of 
death was | 
of Jobn 1 
would, as 
ibe examp! 
Between th 
had with I 
Harrison, | 
which Mr. 
did not kn 
ple of Mad 
the other. 
that a ban! 
and know 
noped the 
decisis, and 
ynstitution. 
doubt upol 
first intery 
doubt; and 
have been 
Tyler nev 
Jobn Ty le 
his consti! 
He knew 
ginia, and 
he was ¢r 
Mr. T. 
tleman [1 
the report 
self inten 
Mr. PE 
dress the 
the preser 
the charg 
passed Wi 
the dottin 
charged | 
they pass 
or the c 
portunity 
with ma 
before th 
the exch 
there was 
his views 
the Hous 
and seve! 
had advc 
to that of 
CusHina; 
friends ¢ 
gard tot 
Mr. C 
the moti 
the Com 
quer to t 
of the U 
Mr. E 
the moti 
Mr. F 
mark th: 
quer, as 
was no! 
that the 
fer amo 
were a 
the gent 
that he 
works t 
that he 
Boz) ha 
With so 
he shot 
them u 
say ab: 
tleman 
& positi 
his con 
Were wu 


subject 





tacky (Mr. MarRsHALt} was, that he could tell, on 

y morning at 6 o’clock, when fairly awake, 
whetber Mr. Tyler would signa United States Bank 
pill or not. He did not assume to know what he 
would do upon other subjects. He could make one 
additional remark. It was two weeks afier the 
death of General Harrison, when he (Mr. W.) 
was on his circuit, canvassing for Congress, before 
be beard of the death of that man. The news of his 
death Was accompanied with the inaugural address 
of Jobn Tyler, in which it was stated that he 
gould, as regarded a United States bank, follow 
the example of the fathers of the Republican faith. 
Between that moment and the interview which he 
had with Mr. Tyler, after the death of General 
Harrison, he had some hesitation about the course 
which Mr. T. would parsue upon the subject. He 
aid not know whether he would follow the exam- 
ple of Madison on the one hand, or of Jefferson on 
the other. Yet, always having believed, bimself, 
that a bank of the United States was constitutional, 
and knowing that it had been so decided, he had 
hoped the President had determined to remain stare 
decisis, and to sanction the establishment of such an 
ynstitution. Under that impression, and with this 
doubt upon his mind, he came to Washington. His 
first interview with the President dispelled every 
doubt; and from that time forward, he could not 
have been waked up without declaring that John 
Tyler never would sign a bank bill. He knew 
Joba Tyler’s history well. John Tyler had been 
his constituent, as also he had been John Tyler’s, 
He knew his votes in the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia, and in Congress; and, from that knowledge, 
he was enadled to make up his opinion. 

Mr. T. F. MARSHALL was glad that the gen- 
tleman [Mr. Wisk] bad made the correction of 
the report of his remarks. He (Mr. M.) had him- 
self intended to have made the same correction. 


Mr. PROFFIT resumed, and proceeded to ad- 
dress the House upon various political topies of 
the present day. He defended the President from 
the charge of wishing to have his exchequer scheme 
passed without an amendment, and even without 
the dotting of aniand the crossing of at. He 
charged it upon the party opposed to him, that 
they passed a bank bill without the dotting ef an ¢ 
or the crossing of at, and without affording op- 
portunity for due censideration. He charged them 
with making a report which avoided the issues 
before the country, and with a condemnation of 
the exchequer project by a committee, on which 
there was not a friend of the President to vindicate 
his views. He pressed upon the consideration of 
the House the fact that the Democratic Review 
and several Jeading papers of the Democratic party 
had advocated a plan of finance precisely similar 
to that of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Cusnina;} and replied to the remark that the 
friends of the President thought one way with re- 
gard to this measure, and his friends another. 

Mr. CUSHING asked permission to withdraw 
the motion he had made to commit the report of 
the Committee of Ways and Means on the exche- 
quer to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, 

Mr. EVERETT objected to the withdrawal of 
the motion. 

Mr. PROFFIT resumed. He replied to the re- 
mark that Mr. Webster said the plaa of an exche- 
quer, as reported by the friends of the President, 
was not worth a rush, by saying that this showed 
that the friends of the President had agreed to dif- 
fer among one another without quarrelling. They 
Were all independent men. As to the remark of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Marsnatt,| 
that he for a long time slept with Webster’s 
works under his pillow, he (Mr. P.) would say 
that he believed Dickens (more generally called 
Boz) had made the same remark about his sleeping 
with some book about him, He (Mr. P.) believed 
he should hereafter get a pile of books and put 
them under his head every night. All he had to 
say about the Whigs not assigning to the gen- 
lleman from Kenucky (Mr. Marsmatt] such 
& position as he deserved, and was entitled to by 
his commanding talents, was, that the Whig party 
Were ungrateful, The gentleman, however, on that 
subject, only made the same speech which he (Mr. 
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P.) bad heard him make twice before. He asked the 
Whigs iftbey really meant to do nothing in relation 
to the currency, except what they had proposed al- 
ready. If not, he begged they would say so, and let it 
go out to thecountry. The Democrats would come 
into the next Congress with a great majority; and 
he predicted that they would pass nothing bat the 
ordinary appropriation bills. They would make 
no new issues before the people. Though willing 
to go before the country on the sub-treasury, yet 
they would talk about its modification, and about 
having a chest for the accommodation of the peo- 
ple, by selling them :mall drafts at a discount. 

He then went on, until the expiration of his 
hour, defining what he thought would be the posi- 
tion of the Democratic party, the Whig party, and 
the Administration. 

After he had concluded, 

Mr. UNDERWOUD obtained the floor, and 
made a personal explanation in relation to the loan 
of the United States Bank to Owens, referred to by 
the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Prorrir.]} 

Without conclading, he moved an adjournment; 
which was carried. 








IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 11, 1843. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, in relation to the manner of the expen- 
diture of the appropriations subject to his control; 
which, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

THE QUINTUPLE TREATY. 

Also, laid before the Senate a commnnication 
from the President of the United States, transmitted 
in reply to the resolution of the Senate of the 27th 
December /ast, calling upon him for information 
as to whether the quintuple treaty for the suppression 
of the slave-trade had been communicated to the 
Government of the United States in any form 
whatever, and as to what had been the course of 
the Government in relation thereto, &c. The 
communication states that no application had been 
made to this Government to become a party to 
that treaty; but that agents abroad, who regarded 
the signature of that treaty as an occurrence of 
some political importance, had transmitted un- 
official copies of it to the State Department; but 
that it had not been communicated from any other 
quarter, or in any other form. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the communica- 
tion was ordered to be printed; and, on motion by 
Mr. ARCHER, it was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented certain docu- 
ments from the War Department, relative to a 
claim pending before the Committee on Public 
Lands; which was referred to that committee. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial, signed by 
P. K. Dickerson and other citizens of North Caro- 
lina, residing on the line of the Raleigh Railroad, 
praying such a modification of the tariff as to al- 
low railroad iron to be imported free of daty: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. M. also presented a memorial from citizens 
of the city of Washington, praying that the char- 
ters of the banks in said city may be extended for 
ten years: referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BATES presented the memorial of Horatio 
Greenough, sculptor, upon the subject of the statue 
of Washington, suggesting the propriety of a 
change of its position. Mr. B. moved its reference 
to the Joint Committee on the Library, stating that 
the memorial was a paper of much merit and in- 
terest, as was everything coming from the hands 
or pen of that distinguished artist. The memorial 
was referred accordingly, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Commitiee on 
Commerce, to which had been referred the memo- 
rial of William Russell, praying for fishirg boun- 
ty, reported a bill for his relief, and others; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading, and the 
report accompanying it ordered to be printed. 








Mr. H. also, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of Rafus and Charles 
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Lane, praying for fishing bounty, reported a biil 
for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
schooner Twin; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading, and the report accompanying it or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report on the petition of Samuel Brown, 
praying additional compensation for his ssrvices 
as naval officer at Providerce, Rhode Island; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, made re- 
ports, which were ordered to be printed, adverse 
to the passage of the following bills from the 
House, viz: 

The bill for the relief of owners, masters, and 
crew, of the schooner Joanna, of Elsworth, 
Maine. 

The bill (499) for the relief of Samuel Billings, 
owner of the fishirg-schooner Laura. 

The bill (227) for the relief of the owners, mas- 
ter, and crew of the schooner Martha, of Eastport, 
Maine. 

The bill (390) for the relief of the owners and 
crew of the schooner Martha. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bill for the 
relief of the West Feliciana Railroad Company, 
and the Grand Gulf Railroad and Banking Com- 
pany. 

Mr. E. also reported back, from the same com- 
mittee, the bill from the House for the relief of 
John Gerard Ford, accompanied by a written 


report adverse to its passage; which was ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made reports, which were ordered to 
be printed, adverse to the passage of the following 
House bills, viz: 

The bill (414) for the relief of Isaac Champlin, 
and others, owners of the schooner Buffalo; and, 

The bill (415) for the relief of Orrin Prentiss, of 
Stonington, Connecticut, owner of the schooner 
Lilly, and the crew of said vessel. 


Mr. ARCHER presented a petition from per- 
sons residing at Harpei’s Ferry, and in the neigh- 
borhood, praying a restoration of the civil super- 
intendency over the armory at that place; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military A fairs. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Abra- 
ham R. Van Nest and others, of the city of New 
York, praying for the unconditional repeal of the 
(so called) bankrupt act, upon the ground of its un- 
constitutionality, and because it was destructive of 
the rights of creditors. 

In presenting this petition, Mr. B. took leave, 
under the indulgence of the Senate, to correct, for 
the third time in this body, an error into which 
he had fallen some time back in relation to volun- 
tary bankruptcy. He had been led to believe that 
bankruptcy might be veluntary—that the English 
bankrupt system contained this principle; and, 
consequently, the principle came to as as a part of 
the system which we had borrowed from England. 
He had been led to believe this, and had expressed 
himself in several speeches to that effect. He 
had spoken in favor of this voluntary bankruptcy, 
and, on questions of amendment, or in substitution 
of one bill for another, he hadevoted in favor of it. 
But it was all wrong, and he had declared and 
renounced the error in two speeches heretofore 
made before the Senate—once in December, 1841, 
and again in August 1842—on both which ccca- 
sions he had traced the error to its source, and 
showed there was no such thiog in the English 
systems. The sixth section of the act of George 
IV (1826) was the foundation of this error: on 
referring to that section, (which he did a year or 
two ago,) he found that the section only author- 
ized those traders and merchants who were the 
proper subject of a bankrupt law to make a de- 
claration of insolvency, and file it in the bankrupt 
court, where it operated as an act of bankruptcy, 
en which the creditors might proceed, or not, 
as they pleased. If the creditors did not proceed, 
and that within a limited time, the declaration of 
insolvency stood for nothing: the deb‘or could not 
proceed apon it—he could not drag the creditors 
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into court! This the section shows. 
read tbe section as follows: 
Bankrupt act of the sixth year of George 1V,(1826.) 

“go. 6. That if any euch tra’er shail file in the office ef the 
Lord Chancellor's secretary of bankrupts, a declaration in 
writing, signed by such wader, and attested by an attorney 
or solicitor, that he ie insolvent or unable to meet his en- 
gegements, the said secretary of bankrupts, or his deputy, 
shal! sign @ memorandum wat such declaration hath heen 
filed; which memorandum shall be authority for the Lon. 
don Gazette to insert an advertisement of such declaration 
therein; and every such declaration shall, after such ad- 
Vertisement inserted as aforesaid, be an act of bankruptcy 
commitied by euch TRADER al the time when such dec- 
laration was filed: but no commission shall issue thereupon, 
unless 1 be sued out withio two calendar months next after 
the insertion of such advertinement, and un/ess such adver- 
thement shall have been inserted in the London Gazette within 
eight days afer such declaration filed. And no docket shall 
be struck upon such act of bankruptey before the expiration of 
four daye next_atter euch insertion of euch advertisement, in 
cave such commission ie to be executed in London; or before 
the expiration of eight days nextafler such insertion, in cave 
auch commission is to be executed in the country: and the 
Gagette contuining such advertisement shall be evidence to be 
received of ench declaration having been filed.” 

Having read this section, Mr. B. said it was ex- 
plicit, and preciuded argument. The voluntary 
action of the debtor, which it authorized, was lim- 
ated to the mere filivg of the declaration of insol- 
vency. It went no further; and it was confined to 
traders—to the trading classes—who, alone, were 
subject to the laws of bankruptcy. Mr. B. said 
his first error, in acting upon this idea of volantary 
bankruptcy, applicable both to traders and those 
who were not, was committed in 1827, soon after 
the British act passed, and when he had not seen it, 
It was, in fact, only one or two years ago that he 
had seen the statute; and, from that time, had re- 
nounced the error. 


Mr. B. said that the English had, as we all 
knew, &N INSOLVENT SYSTEM, as well as a BANK- 
rnupT system. They had an Insotvent Derstors’ 
Court, as wellas a Bankrupt Court; and both 
these were kept separate, although there were no 
States in England to be trodden under foot by 
treading down the insolvent laws. No so with us. 
Our insolvent laws, though belonging to States 
called sovereign, are all trampled under foot! 
There would be a time to go into this. At present, 
Mr. B. would only say that, in England, bank: upt- 
cy and insolvency were still kept distinct; and no 
insolvent trader was allowed to proceed as a bank 
rupt. On the contrary, an insolvent, applying in 
the Iasolvent Debtors’ Court for the release of his 

erson, could not proceed one step beyond filing 
his declaration. At that point the creditors took up 
the declaration, if they pleased, transferred the 
case to the Bankrupt Court, and prosecuted the 
ease in that court. This is done by virtue of the 
13ih section of the Insolvent Debtors Act of 7th 
Geo. 1V., (1827.) Mr. B. read the section, as fol- 
lows: 

Insolvent deblors act of 7th year of GeorgeIV, (1827.) 

Sec. 13. “And be it further enacted, That the filing of the 








Mr. B. here 


petition of every person in actual custody, who shall be sub- 
ject to the laws concerning bankrupts, and who ehall apply by 
petition to the said court for his or her discharge from custody, 


according to thisact, shall be accounted and adjudged an act 
of bankruptcy from the time of filling such petition; and 
that any commission issuing against such person, and under 
which he or she shal! be declared bankrupt before the time ap- 


pointed by the said court, and advertised in the London Ga- 
sete, tor hearing the mattersof such petition, or atany time 
within (wo calendar months from the time of filing such peti- 
tion, shal! have effect to avoid any conveyance and assignment 


of the estate and effects of such person, which shall have been 
made in pursuance of the provisions of this act: Provided, al. 
ways, That the filing of such petition shall not be deemed an 
actofbankruptoy, unless such person be so declared bankrupt 
before the time so advertised as aforesaid, or within such two 
calendar months as aforesaid; but that every such conveyance 
and assignment shall be good and valid, notwithstanding any 
commission of bankruptcy under whick such persen shall be de- 
clared bankrupt after the time so advertised as aforesaid, and 
after the expiration of such two calendar months as afore- 
said,” 

This (said Mr. B.) accords with the section of 
the year before in the bankrupt act. The two sec- 
tions are accordant,and identical in their pro- 
visions. They keep up the great distinction be- 
tween insolvency and bavkrupicy, which some of 
our judges have undertaken to abrogate: they keep 
up, also, the great distinction between the proper 
subjects of bankraptcy—to wil: traders, and those 
who are not traders; and they keep up the distine- 
tion between the release of the person (which is 
the object of insolvent laws) and the extinction of 
the debt with the consent of creditors, which is the 
object of insolvent systems, 


By this section, if 
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the “persen” in custody who files declaration of in- 
solvency shall be a trader, subject to the laws of 
bankruptcy, it only operates as an act of bank- 
ruptcy, upon which the creditors may proceed, or 
not, as they please. If they proceed, it is dene by 
suing out a commission of bankruptcy; which car- 
ries the case to the bankrupt court. If the creditors 
do not proceed, the petition of the insolvent trader 
only releases his person. Being subject to bank- 
ruptey, h's creditors may call him into the bank- 
rupt coart, if they please; if they do not, he cannot 
take it there, nor claim the benefit of bankruptcy in 
the insolvent court: he can only get his pers: n re- 
leased. This isclear from the section; and our 
act of 1840 committed something worse than a fol- 
ly in not copying this section. That act creates 
two sorts of bankrap'cy—volantary and involun- 
tary—and, by a singular folly, makes them con- 
veriible! so that all may be volunteers, if,they 
please. It males merchants, traders, bankers, and 
some others of the trading classes, subject to invol- 
untary bankruptcy: then it gives all persens what- 
ever the right to preceed voluntarily. Thas the in- 
voluntary subjecis of bankruptcy may become 
volunteers; and the distinction becomes ridiculous 
and null. Oar act, which is compiled from the 
English Insoivent Debtors Act, and is itself noth- 
ing but an insolvent law perverted to the abolition 
of debts at the will of the debtor, should have cop 
ied the 13th section of the English insolvent law: 
for want of copying this, it annihilated involuntary 
bankruptcy—made all persons, traders or not, vol- 
unteers who chose to be so—released all debts, at 
the will o” the debtor, without the consent of a 
single creditor—and committed the most daring 
outrage upon the laws of property which the world 
ever beheld! 

The petition was then referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
irict ef Columbia, reported back, without amend- 
ment, the bill from the House for the relief of Cas- 
per W. Weaver. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, made a report (which was ordered to be 
printed) adverse to the p»ssage of the bill from the 
House, for the relief of Gorham A. Worth, one of 
the sureties of Samuel Edmunds, deceased. 

Mr. D, from the same committee, to which had 
been ;eferred the petition of Alexander M. Jen- 
kins, and others, sureties of William Linn, late re- 
ceiver at Vandalia, Illinois, prayipg to be dis- 
charged from their joint liabilities on the pay- 
ment of the distributive proportions of the judg- 
ments obtained against them, respectively, made an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the claim of Anne F. Green, and 
other heirs al-law of Com. Samuel Nicholson, de- 
ceased, there being ne evidence on which to sus- 
tain the claim. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relief of Mary Tucker; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Oa motion by Mr. YOUNG, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the papers of Ephraim 
Sprague, touching his claim for losses in the Black 
Hawk war. 


Mr. WALKER presented a petition from John 
Grant, of New Orleans, praying permission to sue 
the United States for damages incurred by the 
breach of a contract with the Engineer Department, 
for removing a bar in the Choctaw pass, in the 
harbor of Mobile: referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SEVIER presented additional documents 
relating to the claim of Lieut. R. D. Collins, for 
compensation for services in Florida as quarter- 
master; which were referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial from 
John McClintock and others, of Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, praying incemnity for spoliations com- 
mitted by the French prior to 1800; whch was laid 
on the table, with the bill on that subject. 

The bill to extend the Patent Office to 9th street, 
was read the second time, and referred to the Com- 
mitiee on Patents. 








The joint resolution for the distribution of cer.’ 
tain copies of the Census returns and Compendj 
of the Sixth Census, was read the second time. 

The bill for the relief of Henry Gardner ang 
others, directors of an association called the Ney 
England Mississippi Land Company, was 
up as in committee of the whole, en an amendmen, 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that the amendmen 
was intended to guard the interest of the Unite 
States. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. BENTON and 
TAPPAN adverse to the bill, and by Mr. BRR. 
RIEN in its defence, it was, on the motion of My. 
KING, postponed till Monday next, and made the 
special order for that day, 

REPORT ON THE FINE ON GENERAL 

JACKSON. 

The resolution introduced by Mr. Linw on yes. 
terday, to print 10,000 extra copies of the report of 
the majority, and 20,000 of the report of the mj. 
nority of the Committee on the Judiciary on the 
bill to indemnify General Andrew Jackson {or 
damages sustained in the discharge of his officia| 
daties, came up for consideration. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN did not see what interey 
Senators could feel in sending the reports abroad in 
this way, as every newspaper in the country would 
publish them; and they wou'd be widely disseming. 
ted long before the extra copies could be printed 
and ready for distribution. If it was intended to 
pay acompliment to some one—either the author 
of the minority report, or General Jackson himself— 
he would not be'anwilling to entertain the propo. 
sition to print a reasonable number of extra copies; 
but he thought it really an unnecessary and useless 
expense to order the quantily required by this mo. 
tion. 

Mr. LINN remarked that the printing of the 
report would not be, by any means, an expensive 
job. The report was very brief. The objection 
to printing it, therefore,. could not be on the 
ground of expense. He had no doubt it would 
be a source of gratification to the people of the 
country tosee the grounds on which the Judiciary 
Committee reported the bill back to the Senaie, 
Many of the Senators here had received their in- 
structions on the subject of this bill, and they would 
no doubt be pleased to furnish their constituents 
with the position in which the matter stands. This 
would be a good way to do it—for their constitu. 
ents would see both sides in these reports. On the 
score of expense, it was a small matter to contend 
about. 

Mr. ARCHER rose merely to remark that it ap- 
peared to him the only object they could have in 
ordering the printing of an extra number of copies 
of any document was, that it might have a greater 
circulation than it would naturally obtain through 
the newspapers, either on account of its great 
length or some other cause, which possibly might 
exclude it from the columns of the public newspa- 
pers. But, as to these reports, both of them to 
gether would scarcely fill a single column: they 
scarcely exceeded the size of an ordinary letier. If 
they did order the printing, then, it would not be 
with the view of obtaining for it a larger circula- 
tion, but in order to pay a compliment to some 
one or other—either to the author of the report, orto 
Geueral Jackson. But he would submit to the 
Senzte whether it was proper to order the printing 
fur sech a purpose, no matter how well-merited the 
cumpliment might be. With these views, he felt 
constrained to vote against the proposition. 

lr. SMITH of Connecticut said he would not 
consider the mere object of paying a compliment, 
a legitimate reason for incurring the expense of 
exira copies out of the public money. But this 
was a different case, as the expense was to be i 
curred for the information of the people. It is 


necessary to spread before the people, in an authen-, 


tic form, the reports of the majority and minority 
of the committee to which the Senate referred the 
bill. The arguments thus presented will enable 
the American people to judge whether this fise 
to be refanded, and in what manner. They 

be enabled to give expression to their opinions, 
and to make it known to their representatives, 
whether they approve of General Jackson’s con: 
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duct at New Orleans or not. His (Mr. S.’s) ob- 
ject was to obtain the opinion of the American 
people on the fullest information that could be 
farnished to them, and therefore, whether the ex- 
was great or small, it would make no dif- 
ference in the vote he should give to accomplish 
that object. Having given the people this infor- 
mation, acd ascertained their will, he should obey 
their injanction. 
Mr. LINN observed that his friend from Vir- 
inia seemed to imply that it was in compliment to 
the author of the minority report that he had made 
this motion. He could assure the Senator, if such 
was his impression, that he had had no such idea as 
that of merely paying compliments in that way. 
Throughout the whole affair, in relation to the sub- 
ject, he had bad other motives for what he had 
done; and he was still actuated by the same mo- 
tives. Before the subject was brought up, last ses- 
sion of Congress, and during its subsequent discus- 
sion, the ground was taken, by the political oppo- 
nents of Gen. Jackson, that he never had paid this 
fine hims<If; and, consequently, his friends were 
sabjected to the imputation of asking for him the 
repayment of money to which he could have 
no claim. His object was to bring this 
question to the test; and he considered that he had 
now done £0; for, although there is nothing in the 
report of the majority of the committee’ directly 
afirmatory of the fact, there isa tacit admission, 
which it is important should go to the public in an 
authentic form. The calumny was going throvgh 
the country like wildfire, tbat General Jackson did 
not pay the fine. The discussion on this bill, both 
last session and the present session, had set that 
question at rest. It wasin every respect desirable 
that these reports should be disseminated. The 
committee should stand responsible for i's recom- 
mendation of an amendment to place the repay- 
ment of the fine, on the ground of General Jack- 
son’s military services, and not as an act of jus- 


tice. 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays on 
the resolution; which were ordered, and were as 
follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Fulton, King, 
Linn, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tap- 
ee Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Graham, Huntington, Kerr, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Mere- 
head, Porter, Smith of Indiana, White, and Woodbridge—23. 

8o the Senate refused to print the reports for 
circulation among the people. 

The joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to setile, on certain terms, the liabil- 
ilies of the sureties of Gordon D. Boyd, late re- 
ceiver of pablic moneys at Columbus, Mississippi, 
was laken up for consideration, and read. 

Mr. HENDERSON explained the purpose and 
object of the resolution. From Mr. H.’s state- 
ment, it appeared that, at the time of the specula- 
tions in Mississippi lands, G. D. Boyd, the receiver 
of public moneys at the land office of Columbus, 
was in the habit of giving cerlificates of entries to 
persons who did not pay him in moncy, but gave 
checks on distant banks. Several of these check« 
were dishonored; and, in consequence, Boyd be- 
came a defaulter. ‘The lands, in some cases, were 
conveyed to him, or his securities; and the object 
of this joint resolution was to authoriz- the Secre- 
lary of the Treasury, if he found it to be best for 
the public interest, to take the lands in discharge of 
the debt, at the original price from the land office of 
§l 25 per acre. 

Mr. KING objected to any such compromise. 
If the sureties were able to pay, they should be 
required to make good the whole of the defalca- 
tion. No countenance should be given to such a 
ine of conduct as that practised in this instance. 
At the time of these speculations it was known that 
vast tracts were bought and culled over; and now 
it Was proposed to allow the refuse of these tracts— 
hot worth, perhaps, 25 cents an acre—tobe handed 
back to the Government at $1 25. Mr. K., at 
Some length, pointed out the injurious tendencies of 
Sach a course, 

Mr. EVANS explained that the joint resolution 
merely gave the-"Freapary Department power to 


— the arrangemen!, if nothing better could be 
one. . A 

Mr. HENDERSON made an explanation in | 
relation to decisions of the cireuit court of the | 
United States in Mississippi, which rendered it 
doubtful whether tre United States could make a | 
better arrangement. 

Mr. WALKER said it seemed to him that the 
matter was not properly understood. On the facts 
of the case, as presented to the circuit evurt in 
Mississippi, no lawyer could entertain a doubt of 
the propriety of the decision. The case was this: 
When Mr. Boyd was appointed receiver, in ma- 
king out the bonds for bis securities, an error was 
commitiéd, which was the occasion of their not 
being signed. New bonds were preparing, to be 
signed by new securities; and, in this interval, he 
issued the certificates of entries, for which be was 
not paid the money. The court decided that the 
sureties who did not till subsequenuy become his 
securities, were not liable by their bonds to that 
extent. Now, with regard to so much of the de- 
falcation as originated in this interval, if taking 
back the lands was the best that could be done, he 
was willing to support the resolution; but no fur- 
ther. 

After a few remarks from Mr. EVANS, the 
question was taken on the passage of the joint res- 
olution, and decided in the negative: so the resola- 
tion was rejected. 

The following engrcssed. bills were taken up, 
read a third time, and passed: 

Senate bill to re-enact and continue in operation 
the several acts now in force for the relief of in- 
solvent debiors of the United States. 

Senate bili for the relief of Wareham Kingsley. 

S. nate bill for the relief of Elizabeth Monroe. 

Senate b:!l for the relief of William De Buys, 
postmaster of New Orleans. 

Senate bill to provide for asceriaining and dis- 
pesing of the lead mineral lands in the States of 
Arkansas and Ulinois, and Territories of Wiscon- 
sin and Iowa, and for other purposes. 

House bill for the relief «f Joshua Drew. 

And the House bill for the relief of Snow Y. 
Sears, . 


OREGON TERRITORY. 

The bill to authorize the occupation and settle- 
ment of the Territory of Oregon came up as the 
unfinished business; the quesuon pending being, 
“Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. TAPPAN said he hoped the bill would be 
adopted by the Senate; for he considered it of the 
utmost importance that it should pass, notwith- 
standing the reasons which had been assigned by 
the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator 
from Massachusetts, ona f.rmer day, against its 
passage. It appeared that, by certain treaty stip- 
ulations between this Government and Great Britain, 
entered into in the year 1818, the British had the 
right of trading throughout the whole of that ter- 
titory; of entering into all the ports and harbors 
upon the coast; and of carrying on their trade 
therein, as freely and a» fully as might be done by 
the citizens of the United States. Under this treaty, 
the British Trading Company had erecied a fort, 
called Fort Vancouver, and had settled and culti- 
vated some of the adjacent lands; but to what ex- 
‘ent, he (Mr. Tarean) did not know. 

And new (said Mr. Tarram) we have the prop- 
osition advanced in this Senate, that these treaty 
stipulations give 'o Great Britain a tenancy in 
common with the Government of the United 
Siates within the Oregon Territory—that the sab- 
jects of Great Britain had a right to oecupy it” 
wih the citizens of the United States. No Sena 
tor had intimated any doubt as to the tile of the 
United States to tbe territory, founded upon dis- 
covery and upon treaties. As to the treaty or 
convention of 1818, although he thought the con- 
struction put on it by honorable Senators was quite 
a forced constraction, he would guard against the 
consequences of such construction, that it might 
not grow up into an admitted claim to the whole 
territory. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he had merely stated what 
interpretation was put upon the treaty; he hadgiven 
no opinion as to the correctness of that interpreta- 
tion. 


Mr. TAPPAN said the Senate would recvilect 
that there had been recently before them a ques- 
tion as to the Northeastern boundary ef the United 
States. That question had arisen from the same 
kind of carelessness or ignorance in our negotiators 
of the treaty of Ghent, which seems to have pre- 
vailed in negotiating the convention of 1818 

By the treaty of peace of 1783, the northwest 
corner of Nova Scotia was the point from which 
the boundary line of the United States was to be 
run, and it was the point at which that boundary 
line was to terminate. Whatever uncertainty there 
might be in the description of avy part of that 
boundary, there was none whatever in the plate 
where the line should begin aud end; nor was 
there any difficulty, doubt, or uncertainty as to 
where that northwest corner was to be found. 
The map which it is known the commissioners bad 
before them and used, as well as all the English 
maps of their North American possessions, agteed 
in placing this corner tar north of the St. John 
river, and west of the bay of Chaleurs. I speak 
of English maps, because it is well known that the 
French claimed that the northern part of Maine 
belonged to Canada, and laid it down accordingly 
On their maps of that country, even after the peace 
of 1783. Any ordinary country surveyor might 
have accertained where that northwest corner of 
Nova Scotia was, and from that might have ran 
the north line of Maine; nor would any two honest 
surveyors have differed as to the posi'ion of the 
corner, or the line to be run from or to it. 

This matter, so clear, and, until then, ondisputed, 
was made doubtful and uncertain by our negotia- 
tors of the treaty of Ghent. If that treaty, instead 
of stipulating for the appointment of a joint com- 
mission ‘to ran and mark the boundary line be- 
tween the two Governments,’*had required such 
commission “to ascertain the northwest corner of 
Nova Seoctia, and to ran the line from and ‘to that 
point,” no difficulty would ever have arisen be- 
tween the two Governments as to either the 
north or east line of Maine; but, as the treaty 
stipulated that if the commissioners disagreed. 
where the line was, it should be left to some 
friendly power to determine, the British Gove 
ernment, with their usual adroitness, seized 
upon this agreement to draw off the atltea- 
tion of the people of Great Britain and the United 
States from the true poiot for settlemen', and fix 
itupon an inquiry and examination as to where are 
the highlands mentioned in the treaty of peace. 
The British Government, after raising this con- 
troversy, took possession ef the country norsh of 
the St. John, and held it by military force. You 
all know (said Mr. T.) the long train of negotia~ 
tion which we have been amused with spon 
this matter; the reference of the question of “‘where 
were the highlands” to the King of Holland; his 
award, and the rejection of it by this Government. 
He would now ask the attention ef the Senate to 
the close of this controversy to the treaty recently 
concluded with Lord Ashburton. The negotiation 
of this treaty shows the comple’e success of British 
diplomacy. A territory which had been ours, not 
only without dispute, but without any suspicion as 
to the gooduess of our title, for more than thirty 
years, until the treaty of Ghent, was admitted by 
our cwn Secretary of Siate to have never telonged 
tous. When the late treaty With Great Britain 
was laid before the Senate, wiih the correspond- 
ence which ied ‘to it, it was seen th.t the boundary 
settled by it, between our possessions and the Brit- 
ish, was one proposed by our Governmen’, 2nd ac- 
ceded to by the British negotiator, giving them all 
the territery north of the St. Jobo, and a large 
tract west, which they had never claimed. We 
lost all this (said Mr. T.) by negotiation, and would 
not regain it without a war; for in any future nego- 
tiation er reference as to the north line of Maine, we 
could not expect the British to recede from the St. 
John, when we had offered, not to ce’e the 
country north of that river for an equivalent, but 
to fix upon that as the true boundary intended to 
be described in the treaty of 1783. For this reason, 
he voted to ratify this treaty. The boundary was 
our own proposition; and we would be considered 
by the whole civilized world as preciuded from 
advancinga claim to a more northern boundary. 
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The territory was lost by our own folly, and could 
not be regained without a war; and war, in the 
present state of the country, (which he would not 
explain, as it was understood by every Senator,) 
was, with him, entirely impracticable. 

Individoals (said Mr. T.) are calied fools if they 
will not profit by their own experiencr: so are na- 
tions. It, soon after the treaty of 1783, we had 
granted the land in the north part of Maine, and 
invited a seitiement to be made on it, it would 
never have been claimed by Great Britain. The 
northwest corner of Nova Scotia would now be 
the northeast corner of the United States. But, 
instead of settling it ourselves, we let the British 
setile it; we negotiated until it was gone from us. 
He was foi taking a very different course with the 
Oregon Territory. He would jet the hardy West- 
ern yeomanry in upon that country; he would 
plant fifty thousand rifles there, in hands that knew 
how to use them; and no more would be heard of 
British claimants, or British claims to that terri- 
tory. If (said Mc. T.) this is not done—if, from 
fear of offending our old mother, we forbear to 
take strong possession of the country, and go on 
negotiating and arbitrating about it as we did about 
Maine—by-and-by some Secretary of State will be 
found proposing the line of the Rocky Mountains 
as the Western boundary of our glorious Union. 
Yes, and proposing it when we dare not involve 
the nation ina war. He would trust to no such 
contingency. He would setile the country imme- 
diately, and hold it. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, who intimated a 
desire to examine certain documents relating to this 
subject, the bill was informally passed over. 

Oa motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 11, 1842. 


Mr. LEVY offered a resolution calling opon the 
Secretary of the Navy ‘o communicate to the 
House a copy of the report, survey, and estimate, 
with reference to the improvement of the mouth 
of the river Suwanee; and also, that he prepare 
and furnish the House with estimates of the sam 
required to construct a railroad to connect the St. 
Jobn and Suwanee rivers. 

Mr. EVERETT objected to everything out of 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. KING said he had a resolution, which was 
simply one of inquiry, and would not occupy a 
minute; but the objection was not withdrawn. 

Mr. READ presented a petition for the repeal 
of the bankrupt law. 

The SPEAKER then called for reports of com- 
mittees, and the following were presented: 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of George A. Win- 
slow; which was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, it 
was ordered that the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged from the consideration of the petitions 
of citizens of the State of Connecticut, for the im- 
provement of the Thames river; and they were re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The same committee, on like moticns, was dis- 
charged from other petitions and memorials on va- 
rious subjects. 

Mr. HOLMES presented a petition of John H. 
Sargent, of the State of South Carolina, praying 
an amendment of the law regulating the granting 
of patents for inventions. 

On motion of Mr. KENNEDY, it was 

Resolv@d, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to this 
House the amount of goods lost by fire in the public stores in 
the city of New York, during the last ten years, and the duties 


that would have been paid on such goods if they had not been 
destroyed. 


On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of so much of the gen- 
eral estimates of appropriations for 1843-'44 as relates to the 
rebuilding of the light-house on Brandywine shoal, Delaware 
Bay, aud to the construction of a light-house on Flynn’s Knoll, 
near Sandy Hook; and that the subjects be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the following resolu- 
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tion, viz: “ Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency and necessity of 
so amending the act of the 29th of August last, entitled ‘An act 
to provide for the settlement of certain accounts for the sup- 
port of Government in the Territory of Wisconsin,’ as to author- 
ize the Legislatures of the respective Territories of the United 
States to employ a sufficient number of officers and attendants 
for the transaction of the public business, and to regulate their 
per diem compensation, so that it shall not, in the aggregate, 
exceed the sum of $3 per day to each; and that they report by 
bill, or otherwise;’’ and that it be reterred to the Committee on 
the Territories. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. POPE, from the Commitiee on the Territo- 
ries, reported a bill to authorize the election or ap- 
pointment of officers in the Territory of Wisconsin; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. POPE submitted a resolution to set apart 
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday, the last day 
of January and the first two days of February, for 
the consideration of the business relating to the 
Territories of the United States. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped that the House 
would not agree to the resolution. He had no ob- 
jection to take up the Territorial business at the 
proper time; but he could not consent to fix speci- 
fic days, on which it should override all other busi- 
ness, how impertant soever it might be. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland said, at previous 
sessions five days had been usually appropriated to 
Terri'orial business; but now, only three days were 
asked. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON reminded the House 
that there were but 45 legislative days remaining 
of this short session. 

Mr. POPE explained. 

Mr. BLACK hoped the resolution would be 
agreed to. There was a great deal of important 
business in which the Territories were concerned, 
which must be laid before the House during the 
present session. There was the boundary difficulty 
between the State of Missouri and the Territory of 
lowa, which was eliciting much warmth of feeling, 
and which he hoped the House would take some 
steps to settle. He entreated the gentleman from 
Tennessee, therefore, not to oppose the motion of 
ihe gentleman from Kentucky, for three days would 
be barely sufficient for the disposal of the business 
to come before them. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON would consent to two 
days being set apart for the Territorial business; 
and he suggesied the first Friday and Saturday 
in Febraary. (Cries of ‘And meet at 10 o’clock.’’) 

Mr. WELLER moved the previous question, 
observing that the time proposed in the resolution 
was short enovgh. 

The previcus question was sustained by the 
House, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee was negatived, and the original resolu- 

tion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, reported a bill to amend ‘An act to provide 
for the settlement of certain accounts for the su - 
port of Government in the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, and for other purposes;” which was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 

Mr. EVERETT asked if it was in order to 
move a suspension of the rules, for the purpose of 
taking up the bill to repeal the bankrupt law. 

The SPEAKER replied that the resolution of 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Bowne,] in 
relation to the bill to refand the fine of General 
Jackson, would take precedence during the morn- 
ing hour. 

That subject was then taken up, on which the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Wm. 0. Butter] 
had the floor. 

Mr. WM. O. BUTLER addressed the House 
during the hour, in vindication of Gen. Jackson’s 
course, and in advocacy of a return of the fine. 

Mr. HUNT obtained the floor; but the morning 
hour having expired, the subject went over. 

THE EXCHEQUER. 

The SPEAKER announced the resolution of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, expressive of the 
opinion that it was not expedient to adopt the ex- 


chequer plan of the Executive, to be the next 
business in order, 





Mr. UNDERWOOD, who had the floor from 
yesterday, then resumed the discussion. He com 
menced by remarking that the gentleman : 


from Ip. 
diana, [Mr. Paorrir,] in the course of his na, 
jast night, took occasion to igtroduce the Dame ¢ 


Mr. Clay—as he (Mr. U.) thought, without ap 
great propriety—in an attempt to illustrate, as the 
gentleman had said, the influence of CONSPicuoys 
individuals ia the administration of the effairs ¢ 
a bank of the United States. He had subsequen| 
addressed the following letter to the editors oft 
morning paper: 


WasHINGTON, January l0th, jx: 

Messrs. GALES AND Seaton: In an Paneaid made - 
to-day, in the House of Representatives, I asserted that the Bani 
of the United States had, in many instances, been influenced, 
the granting of accommodations, by persons high in power pb 
by politicians of conspicuous standing. This assertion y 
made in reply to the allegation that the exchequer plan of the 
President was liable to fall under the influence of men in high 
stations; and I said that gentlemen arguing in favor of a bank 
of the United States were seemingly forgetful of the fact of i; 
having been so influenced. I then referred to a case from Pe 
ters’s Reports of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, 9th volume, page 382—Bank of the United Stats, 
vs. Waggener and others. Istated that, after the Branch Bank 
of the United States at Lexington, Kentucky, had twice refuse; 
to grant a loan, upon a third application, through the inftuence 
or representation of Mr. Clay and other gentleman, the jog 
was granted or authorized by the parent board at Philade! hia, 
notwithstanding the refusal of the branch at Lexington. | als 
distinctly stated, and repeated, that I did not intend to cast thy 
least shadow ef imputation upon either the personal or Politica 
character of Mr. Clay; and neither did T intend to say that hy 
was personally concerned in any manner with this bank trang. 
action. A gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Unpgrwoop, wh 
is now entitled to the floor) said that the case referred to by me 
would not bear out my assertion. 1 would deeply lament jf| 
should do any person injustice, particularly Mr. Clay; and 
therefore I hasten to give the following extracts from the deci. 
ion referred to. 

The following is an extract of the facts in the statement o; 
the case— Peters’s Reports, vol. ix., page 382; 

“Tn the state of things ——s in 1822, William Owens ap. 
plied to the office at Lexington for a loan of $5,000, in the notes 
of the Bank of Kentucky, assuring the bank that they would 
answer his purpose as well as gold and silver. The offer was 
rejected by the directors of the bank; and, on its renewal, was 
again refused. A third time the loan was applied jor; the ip. 
terference of a gentleman connected with the business of the 
bank (not a director) to procure it was solicited and obtained, 
and the application was referred to the board at Philadelphia, 
by which the loan was authorized.” 

It further appears from this report, page 385— 

“That this negotiation was at the earnest instance of Owens, 
and for his accommedation. When he thought his own in. 
stances insufficient, he sought the aid of others, and especially 
applied to Mr. Clay, who was counsel for the bank, and to the 
late Colonel Morrison, who had been president of the office, to 
use their influence as his friends to aid him in obtaining what 
he asked.” 

It further appears, from a statement of Mr. Sergeant, coun: 
sel for the bank, on page 388: “That the office twice declined 
his (Owens’s) application, and then he employed the influence 
of his friends, Mr. Clay and Colonel Morrison, to obtain an 
order from the parent board.” 

I could give other extracts, if time permitted. My assertion 
that Mr. Clay’s iofluence was eought and used with the parent 
bank, was based on the authority of the facts thus disclosed, 
which distinctly show that “a gentleman not a director,” but 
one “connected with the business of the bank,” must have 
meant Mr. Clay; because Colone] Morrison is stated only to 
have been president of the bank. Mr. Clay, as appears by the 
record, was then attorney for the bank at Lexington. 

I submit whether my assertion is not sustained by the facts, 
and I ask an immediate insertion of this letter in the Intelli- 

encer, that Mr. UnpgRwoop or any other gentleman may 

ave an upportunity to correct me if 1 have unintentionally 
misrepresented the case. GEORGE H. PROFFIT. 


Mr. U. then went on tosay, that the first extract 
in that letter was not complete. It should have gone 
on aud said: “A mortgage on real estate being 
given as additional seeurity on the loan;” and then 
it would have shown that, while Mr. Clay was 
willing to use his influence to obtain a loan for bis 
friends, he took care that it was secured by & 
mortgage on realestate. This was showing an a¢- 
ditional trait in the character of Mr. Clay, wilh 
which he (Mr. U.) was satisfied; but he would ad- 
vise the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Prorrit] 
when, in future, he wished to extract a passage 
from a record, never to stop in the mid¢le of & 
sentence, nor make a full stop where there should be 
butacomma. With some other observations 02 
the transaction referred to in the above extracts, 
he dismissed that subject, and proceeded to other 
considerations connected with it. 

The gentleman from Indiana, by citing the name 
ot Mr. Clay, had desired to prove that a Bank of 
the United States would yield obedience to the soli- 
citation of distinguished men, and would exercise 
the expansive power, or grant loans and deal in 
exchange under the influence of politicians; bot 
all this, the gentleman had failed to draw an obvi- 
ous distinction, which could not, fail to strike the 
mind of every man who thought on the subject. 
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io a bank of the United States, he admitted such {| pursue that point of his argument. As to the ex- 


jpduence would exist, in a greater or less degree; 
pat be coniended that the danger to be apprehended 
from the exercise of this power by a directory of 

‘wate individaals was infinitely less than that 
waich was threatened by its exercise by a Govern- 
ment, (o whom the exchequer scheme would give 
ga accumulation of power. There was, therefore, 
go analogy; nor was there anything in the argu- 
ment of the gentleman which Could operate against 
the establisbment of a national bank; while the 
fall force of his argument operated against giving 
such power to an Executive or a Government. 


He then proceeded to say that, as they should 
do nothing more than discuss these questions du- 
ring the present session, they might as well cis- 
ciss them on this resolution as in any other way. 
And the first remark which he wished to make on 
the currency question, and to which he wished to 
call the attention of the House and of the coun- 
ry, was, that, by the passage of any one of these 
exchequer bills, they would take the subject from 
private individuals, or a corporation cf private 
sockholders, and give it to the Government of the 
country; thereby enlarging its powers to a danger- 
ous extent. The great defect ip, and the great er- 
tor (as he conceived) of, the legislation of the coun- 
iry on the subject of the currency in times past, had 
been, that it destroyed the association of private in- 
dividuals forming a Bank cf the United States, and 
giving a currency to the country through their 
means. The idea was thrown out by Mr. Van 
Buren, and others of that party, that the associa- 
tion of wealth, in the shape of a corporation, 
was dangerous to the liberties of the country, 

-and was anti-republican in its tendencies; but, 
seeing that a currency was necessary, in some 
way, to meet the wants of the country, this 
exchequer plan of the Executive was formed, 
with a view to gain popularity, and to form a 
middle party. And he (Mr. Unpgrwoop) acknowl- 
edged that the exchequer plan would give the 
country a currency, but it would increase the power 
and patronage of the Executive to a dangerous ex- 
tent. He conceived they never could have a cur- 
rency in this country, which would restore the 
prosperity of the people, unless it was based on an 
association of capitalists in the form of a chartered 
national bank; and instead of making such a cor- 
poration pay the Government a bonus, and then 
allow them to make as much interest as they could 
oa their loans and on bills of exchange, the true 
policy would be to refuse a bonus, and limit the 
bank in the amount cf its profits; and thus 
all temptation to expansion would be taken 
away, and thereby they would diminish the injury 
to the country, while they would extend the b.ne- 
fils to every rank. The great injury to the country 
atthe present time was the restriction of its cur- 
rency, and its diminution to a gold and silverstand- 
ard. He illustrated this part cf the subject, by 
siating its effect on sales under an expanded, in 
Contact with the prices under a contracted curren 
cy; and the difference produced in the ability of the 
people to secure around them the comfctts of life. 

Now this exchequer plan of his friend from Mas- 
sachusetis, instead of increasing the circulating me- 
dium of the country—iostead of enhancing the price 
of labor—instead of operating as a remedy fer exist- 
ing evils, simply proposed that there should be dol- 
lar for dollar thrown into circulation for the 
amount of specie in their vaults. So far, there- 
fore, as it operated on the prices of the labor and 
property of the country, it would have no sort of 
inflaence in remedying the evils with which the 
country was afflicted. What, then, would it de? 
lis only effect would be to enable the inv ividua! 
that might have $1,000 in bis possession, to de- 
Posiié it in specie, and get that amount in portable 
currency, that be might carry abouthim. Now, 
Was it worth while to create an institution which 
Would only have that effect so far as the currency 
and business of the country was concerned? Asa 
mere fiscal agent, its operation would not be more 
beneficial than the sub-treasury; and, as that had 
been condemned both by the popular voice and by 
the existing Administration; aod as it was noi, 
wader t_ cireumstances, likely to be resorted 
lo by either party, it was not necessary for him to 


chequer, so far as the currency wes concerred, it 
would have no sort of effect whatever, because it 
would create no scrt of additional circulation. It 
would only give as much paper circulation as its 
operations would abstract {rom the specie circu- 
lation of the country; end, therefore, it would not 
remedy the existing evils produced by a limited 
amount of currency. 

In the progress of the debate, a great many argu- 
ments had been urged, which he would like to have 
time to reply to; but, as it was impossible to go into 
a discussion of the objects, views, and principles of 
parties amd of men, he should very briefly notice 
a few things that had been said, and bring his re- 
marks to a close. 


It had been said on that floor that the Whig 
party was prostrate, and that it,was incapable of 
making any effort hereafter to resuscitate itself from 
the overthrow it had sustained from the Democratic 
party in the fall elections. He believed that these 
declarations, made from various quarters, pro- 
ceeded more from the fears of the individuals ma- 
king them, than from the solid convictions of their 
judgments. The only real foundation on which 
these declarations rested, was the example set by 
the New York elections of last fall. He would 
not take the time to go into all the circumstances 
connected with these elections; but every gentle- 
man who looked at them, and compared them with 
the elections of 1840, would find that there were 
more than 40,000 individuals who did not go to the 

Ils. 

[A member here said: “Pipe-laying had ceased;” 
and another was heard to say: “The times were so 
hard, that they had no money to expend in elec- 
tions.””] 

Yes, sir: there were more than 40,000 persons 
who did not vote at all. The successful candidate 
fell short of the vote of 1840 more than 4,000 votes; 
and the defeated candidate more than 20 000. 
Now, had these voters changed their opinions? and 
was there any evidence that they would not vote in 
1644 as they did in 1840? There was no evidence 
of it; and those gentlemen who boast of the result 
felt very much as Bob Bailey the duellist did, 
when his adversary fell at the first fire. This 
wortby said tbat, when he saw bis antagonist fall 
before him, his first sensation was fear lest he 
might get up again, and demand another fire. 
So it was with the Democrats exulting over 
their late victory in New York; they were afraid of 
meeting their adversaries a second time. He ad- 
mitted that some things had happened which had a 
tendency so to sour and chagrin great numbers of 
the Whig party, that they refrained from going to 
the polls; but he confidently believed that the great 
motives which kept them away in 1842, would 
carry them to the rolls in 1844. Everything was 
tending to fom parties on principles, and not on 
men; end issues made up on principles alone 
would induce people to go to the polls and vote. 
Those who had kept away from the polls had seen 
that their votes would do no good; and therefore 
they had, in perfect disgust at those who had pre- 
venied the adoption of the measures they believed 
ind.spensable to the welfare of the country, refrain- 
ed from voting at the Jate elections. 

How was it in Ohio? The Democratic triumph 
there was a minority triumph, and they had a mi- 
nority Governor. There was also the same falling 
off in the number of votes polled, as was exhibited 
in the New York elections. Sir, the conduct of the 
guard and of Mr. Tyler bad kept the people away 
trom the polls. [A member asked: Will not the 
same conduct continue?] No, sir, you can’t keep 
them away in 1844, The constitutional fact willcom- 
pel them togo. The time bas not yet arrived when 
it is necessary fo them to exert themselves; but the 
demonstration they made in 1842 in behalf of prin- 
ciples of 1840, will convince their adversaries that 
the Whig party are strong and united. [A voice: 
‘What are the principles of 18407”) 

The gent'eman from Virginia (Mr. Wisk) said 
the other day, tbat, if waked up atsix o’clock any 
morning, he could have to'd what Jchn Tyler 
would do in regard to a bink of the United States— 
that a bank bill would not be signed by him. 
That was information which the people of thiscoun- 
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try had not in their possession. It was not bee 
heved in his section of the country. The very 
fact that Mr. Tyler attended the Harrisburg con- 
vention—the very faci, which was known, that 
Mr. Clay was his favorite candidate for the Presi- 
dency, was enough to show thathe wold have 
approved and signed azything that Mr. Clay 
would bave approved and signed. Now, he would 
ask with what consistency could Mr. Tyler, after 
being in favorof Mr. Clay’s selection for the Presi- 
dency, who was known to be the advoeate of a 
United States bank, pretend that be was not looked 
upon as being also in favor of that measure? 

Mr. BIDLACK begged leave to interrupt the 
gentleman, and ask him if Mr. Clay himself had 
not, on various occasions, and particularly at 
Hanover court-house, disclaimed that he was in 
favor of a rational bank. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD had never heard any such 
disclaimer imputed to Mr. Clay since the Harris- 
burgconvention. If there had been any such dis- 
claimer, he would thank the gentleman to show it. 

Mr. BIDLACK said that such a disclaimer had 
twice before heen brought to the notice of the 
House; and ina speech which he bad made, he 
had produced the proof from documentary evi- 
dence. He referred particularly to the Hanover 
speech. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD said that the speech would 
speak for itself. He was not aware of any such 
evidence. Butif Mr. Tyler was not pledged to 
approve the measures of Mr. Clay—if be was de- 
sirous to nominate him for the Presidency, ac- 
tually shed tears, as it was said, because he did not 
receive the nomination, were there not good grounds 
to believe that he would approve a national bank 
bill? What were they to say in regard to the testi- 
mony of Hill and Owen of North Carolina, who 
testified that Mr. Tyler expressly told them that 
his opinions ia relation to a natioual bank had un- 
dergone a change? He had not heard the veracity 
of these gentlemen questioned; and yet here was 
a direct issue between them and Mr. Tyler on this 
subject. 

Mr. WISE would inquire of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, whether, doring the can- 
vass for the Presidency of 1840, he saw the address 
which was put forth by the Central Harrison Com- 
mittee of Vuginia? That address was published 
in all the Richmond papers; and it would be found 
there asserted, not only that Mr. Tyler would not 
sign a bank bill, but that General Harrison would 
not sign one. He would ask the gentleman if he 
ever read that address, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD did not recollect that he 
had ever read it. He did not refer to these nu- 
merous addresses, made throughout the country 
during tke presidential canvass. 

Mr. RAYNER asked leave to make an expla 
nation, as reference had been made to two gentle- 
men of his State. The charge they made was, that 
Mr. Tyler positively informed them that his opin- 
ions upon the constitutionality of a bank of the 
United States had changed. This was published 
in the papers of the country; and Mr. Tyler dodged 
the question, by saying that he never expressed any 
such opinion in the Harrisburg convention. 

Mr. WISE observed that, if his friend from 
Kentucky would permit him, he would undertake 
to say that the President had denied that he ever 
made apy such declaration at all. The gent'eman 
need not, therefore, say that he dodged the ques- 
tion. The President bad denied, and published to 
the world the denial, that he made any euch de- 
claration wha'ever to Gen. Owen, Mr. Hill, or any- 
body else. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD observed that hig time was 
drawing to a close, and he would, therefore, go on 
with his remarks, and, as he hoped, without any 
more interruptions. The Virginia Whigs might 
have written and published an address, such as ibe 
gentleman alluded to, and it might have been de- 
signed to operate on that State alone. The great 
error of the Whig party, and for which he believed 
the judgment of Heaven bad fallen upon them, 
was their selecting John Tyler as their candidate 
for the Vice Presidency, in the hope of carrying the 
Siate of Virginia. Instead of selecting a man who 
was knaya to have co-operated with them in all! 
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their measures; instead of selrcting a man who 
for years had manifested a consistent devotion 
to their privciples, the Whig party selecied John 

ler, merely for tte sake of carrying tbe Siate 
of Virginia. Having made this selection, it 
was very probable that the Whigs of Virginia 
may have put forth such an address intended for 
that State only; but it was known that at Nashville 
the convention put forth resolutions directly the 
contrary, and in favor of a bank of the United 
States. We learn (said Mr. U.) wisdom by ex- 

rience; abd no maa will, in future, get on the 

hig ticket except on principle. The contest 
would then be carried on on principles alone. He 
himself should retire to the shades of private life; 
see his own corn grow, and raise his own lambs. 
But, as an American citizen, he should take a live- 
ly interest in the coming contest, and he hoped to 


see it waged on great principles, and not on the | 


mere scramble for place of political aspirants. 

He concluded by expressing it as his belief that 
the next Presidential contest would be decided 
upon the question ae to whether there should be a 
national currency, based on individual fands; on 
the question of distributing the proceeds of the 
public lands to the States, to whom, as he thought, 
they rightly belonged; on the question of restricting 


the power of the Executive by limitations upon it, | 


through an amendment to the Federal Constitution; 
and on all those other measures which had be- 
come the standard faith of the Whig party. When 
the contest turned on questions like these, he as 
firmly believed that the people would decide it in 
favor of the ascendency of the Whigs, as he now be- 
lieved he was talking to the House of Representa- 
tives. It must be so, or the institutions of the country 
could not be preserved. Without it, they would 
not be worth preserving. 


Mr. EVERETT said that the principal object | 


he had in view was to bring this debate to a close, 
by soving the previous question. He wou!d sub- 
mit, a8 an apology for so doing, that there were 
now three or fuur subjects before the House, upon 
which, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Pror- 
rit] wellremarked, the same speeches might be 
made, On all of them, a collateral debate had 
arisen, without regard to the matter immediately 
before the House. Before he took his seat, how- 
ever, he had a word or two to say upon the ques. 
tion now pending. When the exchequer plan was 
committed to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
it would be recollected that he moved to instruct 
the committee to report the identical till as sub- 
mitted by the President, with a view of coming to 
a direct vote upon it. He considered such a course 
to be due to the Executive. It was presented to 
Congress as the peculiar measure of the President, 
and he thought it due to that officer that the House 
should express a direct opinion upon it. This 
was not the first time it had been recommended by 
the Executive; and, on that account, the course 
which he (Mr. E.) had suggested was the more 
important. This repetition of the Executive rec- 
ommendation was a still greater reason why the 
House should come to a decision upon the meas- 
ure. 

But it was also recommended in other quarters, 
of which he would give the origin and history. At 
the close of the extrasession of the present Congress, 
a member of the cabinet, (Mr. Webster, )—the only 
member of the Harrison Cabinet who remained in 
office—wroie a letter, in which he pledged himself 
thatthe Excative should recommend some meas- 
ure which would give relief tothe country. That 
member of the cabinet pledged his reputation that 
such a measure should be brought forward. Af- 
ter that period, he (Mr. E.) always considered this 
(the excheqwer) to be the measure of that member 
of the cabinet—drawn up by him, and originating 
with him. Indeed, when the report of the Secretary 


of the Treasury upon the plan was sent to Con- | 


gress, it was considered by every one as the argu- 
ment of the member of the cabinet to whom he re- 
ferred. At ihe last session, it was not favorably re- 
ceived. A committee of the friends of the President, 
to whom it was referred, made vital alterations in 
it, and no action was taken by the House upon the 
report. It now came to Congress with another Ex- 
ecutive recommendation. But he would first state 





‘|| was a Government bank in disguise. 
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the fact “hich occurred in the vacatiov: The Sec- 
retary of State, in a speech delivered by him at 
Faneuil Hall, again recommended it as the only 
measure which should be adopted—and adopted 
without modification. This recommendation was 
reiterated by the Secretary of War. Now, it struck 
him, that there was an almost unparalleled degree 
of recklessness exhibited in the recommendations 
of these two Secretaries. They must have known 
that it had no chance whatever of being adopted; 
yet the'recommendation of it to favorable considera- 
tion would hereafter give them an opportani'y to 
say that, bad their counsels been taken, the country 
would greatly have been benefited. 

He held that this measure contradicted all those 
grounds on which the party to which those two 
Secretaries were atiached had fought the political 
batile of 1840. The main issae then was upon the 
sub-treasury; and that was condemned, because it 
It was ob- 
jectionable because it gave too much power to the 
President, and because, if managed (as it would 
be) by politicians, it would soon run into bankrupt- 
cy. This measure of the exchequer would carry 
out the obnoxious principles which the Whig party 
predicted would result from the sub-treasury, He 
agreed with the Secretary of State in the opinion 
that both the bill reported by the committee of the 
friends of the President in the House, and that re- 
ported in the Senate, would be injurious. The 
President’s bill he did not doubt would have the 
effect of enlarging the currency; but it would, at 
the same time, enlarge the power of the Executive; 
and therefore was liable to the same objection as the 
sub-treasury. The proposition, he apprehended, 
was never made with the expectation that it would 
receive Whig votes, but was addressed to the other 
side of the House. And why did it not find favor with 
the Democratic party? He answered, because they 
would never avow that the object of the sub-treas- 
ury was to create a Government bank, whilst this 
bill did so plainly. That party never could be in- 
duced to say that the sub-treasury was intended to 
be, or could become, a Government bank. Should 


| it be adopted by a Democratic Congress, he had no 


fear of its being vetoed; because, if fairly estab- 
lished and put under way, it would become a bank 
of discount and circulation, as the exchequer 
would be. 

He believed that the opinion of the country— 
certainly that of the House—was made up upon 
this measure; and as it was now before the House 
in such a way as to exclude the transaction of all 
other business so long as it remained undisposed 
of, (the suspension of the rules having given it 
preference,) in order to take it out of the way of 
other matters, he would move the previous ques- 
tion, and also a call of the House. 


.Mr. CUSHING said he hoped the gentleman 
would not persist in his motion—making a speech 
attacking all the world around him, and then per- 
mitting no one to reply. Such, indeed, was strange 
generosity. 

Mr. EVERETT asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion fer a call of the House. 

They were ordered. 

Mr. ATHERTON suggested to the gentleman 


| [Mr. Everett] to withdraw his motion, and move 


an adjournment; so as to let the question stand 
over until to-morrow, when it could be taken early. 

Mr. EVERETT consented to withdraw the mo- 
tion for a call of the House, and withdrew the mo- 
tion for the previous question for a moment, in 
order to enable him to submit an amendment to the 
resolution of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He moved to amend the resolution, by striking out 
the word “mnot;” the effect of which amendment 
would be to declare the plan of an exchequer “‘ea- 
pedient.”” 

He then renewed his motion for the previous 
question. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved an adjournment; but 
withdrew the motion for a moment, at the request 


of 
Mr. WM. COST JOHNSON, who presented 
the proceedings of the people of Erie county, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of the issue of $200,000,000 
Government stock, to be divided ameng the States. 
Mr. WINTHROP rose and said that, as this 


was an adverse report, and the usual course of such 
reports was to lay them upon the table, he moved 
tbat this whole subject be laid on the table. 

Such being the state of the question— 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


Tuurspay, January 12, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sep. 
ate a communication from the Treasury, coverin 
a report made agreeably to the sixth section of the 
act for the extension of the loan of 1841, and fo, 
an addition of five millions thereto, and for allow. 
ing interest on treasury notes due; showing that 
there bad been borrowed under that act the sum of 
of $5,672,976 88; and that $16 155 of that amoun, 
was obtained at 58 per cent., $3,213,791 86 at 5; 
per cent., and $2,443,030 02 at 6 per cent. 

Oa motion by Mr. EVANS, the commanicatiyn 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed 

On motion by Mr. SMITH of Connecticut, the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Connecticut, re. 
questing Congress to adept measures for disciplin. 
ing the officers commanding the militia throughout 
the United States, which was presented and order. 
ed to be printed a few days ago, was referred to the 
Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial, signed by 
sundry persons, against the repeal of the bankrupt 
law; and requesting, in any modification of the 
law by Congress, that the essential features of the 
law, as now existing, may be retained. Mr. D. 
said he did not know from what quarter the peti- 
tion came, but begged leave to state that, in pre- 
senting it, be did not wish it to be received as any 
indication of what his course would be in the ac- 
tion upon the bill to repeal the law: referred to the 
Commi:tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill for 
the relief of Mary Tucker. 

Mr. SMITH, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the House bill entitled ‘An aet for the 
relief of Joseph Hoover, and Abelard Guthrie, and 
Edmund Ogden,” reported the same back with an 
entire substitate for the bill, which was read. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and witha 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill for the re- 
lief of William G. Sanders. 

Mr. G. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill for the relief of Teackle Sav- 
age, administrator of Bolitha Laws, made a report 
adverse to its passage; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, to which was referred House bill for the relief 
of David W. Haley, made a report adverse to its 
passage; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition from John 
Hutchins, praying to be allowed a pre-emption 
right to a certain tract of land. 

Also, a petition from Thomas L. Somerall, 
praying for the confirmation of a certain entry of 
public land, made while he was register of the 
land office at Mount Salus, Mississippi. 

Also, a petition from John Fletcher, representa- 
tive of William Taylor and Robert Elliott, praying 
confirmation toa certain tract of land, or an equiva- 
lent therefor. 

And also the petition of Zachariah Dixon, pray- 
ing for the right of pre-emption to 160 acres of 
land; which several petitions were referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. W. also presented a petition from William 
Dowsing, register of the land office for the north: 
eastern district of Mississippi, praying to be reim- 
bursed m:neys paid by bim for clerk-hire; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KING remarked that on yesterJay the joint 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry to settle, on certain terms, the liabilities of the 
sureties of Gordon D. Boyd, late receiver of 
public moneys at Columbus, Mississippi, was 
rejected. He was opposed to the r*solution as it 
stood, and voted against it. Since then, be had ex 
amined i', and had come to the conclusion that i 
might be passed in such form as to guard more 
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effectually the interests of the United States. He 

therefore moved that the wots rejecting it be re- 
idered. 

Te question was pul, and the vote was recon- 


Thee, on motion by Mr. KING, the resolution 
was recommitted to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introdueed a bill to 
revive the act entitled ‘‘An act to enable the claim- 
ants to lands within the limits of Missouri and the 
Territory of Arkansas, to institute proceedings to 
ry the validity of their claims,” approved the 26:h 
of May, 1824, and an act to amend the same, aad 
extending the provisions of said act to claimants 
o Jand within the States of Louisiana and Missis- 
sipp's which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Pablic Lands. 

The following bills were taken up as in com- 
mittee of the whole, considered, reported to the 
genate, and ordered to a third reading, viz: 

House bill for the relief of Isaac and Thomas 
§, Winslow. 

House bill for the relief of Barr & Smith. 

House bill for the relief of Ferdinand Seibert. 

House bill for the relief of Elisha Moreland, 
William M. Kennedy, Robert J. Kennedy, and 
Mason B. Lewis. 

House bill for the relief of Peter Lionberger. 

House bill for the relief of John R. Delany. 

House bill for the relief of James M. Morgan. 

House bill for the relief of Cornelius Wilson 
and James Canter. 

House bill entitled ‘An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Captain Samael Shannon, 
deceased.” 

The bill to authorize the Legislatures of the 
Siates of Arkansas and Tennessee to sell Jands 
heretofore provided for the use of schcols in those 
Siates, was taken up as in committee of the whole 
onan amendment from the Committee on Public 
Lands—being an entire substitute for the bill, and 
making its provisions of genezal application. 

The substitute, after being amended on the sug- 
gestion of Mr. YOUNG, was adopted, reported to 
the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

House bill eatitled ‘An act for the relief of the 
owners, Officers, and crew of the armed brig War- 
ror, or their legal representatives,” was taken up 
asin committee of the whole. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the Committee on 
Finance had examined the bill, and made a report 
adverse to its passage. He therefore moved that 
ihe bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The question was puton the motion, and carried 
in the affirmative. 

Senate bill to authorize the sale of school lands 
in the State of Illinois, and to legalize such sales as 
have been made prior to the passage of this act, 
was taken up; and, on the motion of Mr. SMITH 
of Indiana, (who said the object of the bill was pro- 
vided for in the bill on the same subject already 
acied upon,) was laid on the table. 

The bill to indemnify claimants for spoliations 
committed by the French prior to 1800, came up 
inerder as in committee of the whole; and, with- 
outaction thereon, was, on the motion of Mr. 
ARCHER, laid on the table for the present, with a 
view to await the action of the House on the same 
subject. 

Senate bill declaring the assent of Congress to 
ihe State of Iilinois imposing a tax on all lands 
heretofore sold by the United Siates in that State, 
‘rom and after the time of such sale, was taken up 
asin committee of the whole, considered, report- 
td tothe Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
acommunication from the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
on the subject of the claims of the first municipali- 
'yof New Orleans to the square of ground on 
vhich the custom house of that city is constructed; 
which, on motion by Mr. CONRAD, was ordered 
0 te on the table, and be printed. 

OREGON TERRITORY. 

The bill to authorize the occupation and seitle- 

nent of the Territory of Oregon, came up as the 


infinished business; the question pending being, 
"Shall this bill pass?” % Poe alone 


a Pkt RS 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





Mr. SEVIER said the select committee, to whom 


the subject of the settlement.of the Oregon Terri- 
tory had been referred, had endeavored, in consid- 
ering the subject, to effect two objects—one was the 
preservation of our national faith, and the other 
was the preservation of our rightful possessions 
west of the Kocky Mountains. And the commit- 
tee believed that those two objects will be effected by 
the passage of the bill they have submited to the 
Senate. 

It was gratifying to him to find that every Sena- 
tor conceded the point, that our right to the territo- 
ry in question was incontestable. That question 
had been well settled. 

He had in his pessession documents which set 
forth, in brief and comprehensive terms, the claim 
of the United States. 

Mr. Gallatin had claimed for the United States 
the possession of this territory, on these grounds: 


“The first discovery of the Columbia, by Gray; the firet ex- 
ploration of the territory through which that river flews, by 
Lewis and Clarke; and the establishment of the first posts and 
settlements in the said territory, by citizens of the United 
States: 


“The virtual recognition by the British Government of the 
title of the United States, in the restitution of the post near the 
mouth of the Columbia, agreeably to the first article of the 
treaty of Ghent, without any reservation or exception whatso- 
ever: 


“The acquisition by the United States of all the titles of 
Spain, which titles were derived from the discovery and ex- 
ploration of the coasts of the region in question, by Spanish 
subjects, before they had been seen by the people of any other 
civilized nation: 


“And, lastly, 7 the ground of contiguity, which should 
giveto the Unite States a stronger right to those territories 
than could be advanced by any other power. ‘If said Mr. 
Gallatin, ‘a few trading factories on the shores of Hudson’s 
Bay have been considered by Great Britain as giving an ex- 
clusive right of occupancy as far as the Rocky Mountains—if 
the infant settlements on the more southern Atlantic shores jus- 
tified a claim thence to the South Seas, and which was actually 
enforced to the Mississippi—that of the millions of American 
Citigens already within reach of those seas, cannot consistently 
be rejected. It will not be denied, that the extent of contiguous 
eountry to which an actual settlement givesa prior right, must 
depend, ina considerable degree, or the magnitudeand popu- 
lation of that settlement, and on the faciltiy with which the va- 
cant adjacent land may, within a short time, be occupied, set- 
tled, and cultivated by such population, compared with the 
probability of its being occupied and settled from any other 
quarter. This doctrine was admitted to its fullest extent by 
Great Britain, as appeared by all her charters, extending from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific, given to celonies established then 
only en the borders ofthe Atlantic. How :nuch more natural 
and stronger the claim, when made by a nation whose pupula- 
tion extended to the central parts of the continent, and whose 
dominions were by all acknowledgedto extend to the Rocky 
Mountains,’ ”’ 

These were the points upon which our claim 
was based. It was unnecessary to trouble the Sen- 
ate by going any further into the evidence of our 
title. Our discovery of the country drained by the 
Columbia river had been made as early as the 
year 1792. But our claim did not rest alone upon 
priority of discovery, but also upon a treaty of ces- 
sion with Spain, by which the title of Spain to the 
country in question, in 1819, became the property 
of the United States. We had not, in the year 
1792, any settlement west of the Mississippi river, 
which then belonged to Spain; and, in fact, but 
few settlers west of the Allegany mountains. We 
had no State west of the Ohio river cr of the Aijle- 
gany mountains; and it was therefore a matter of 
no consequence whether we owned the territory 
at that early period or not. But in the year 1803, 
when the treaty with the French Republic was 
made, it had become imporiant that we showid 
possess that portion of country, for the purpgses of 
trade, for the sake of the fur trade and of the 
lumber trade; but most of all was it important 
for the purpose of pro‘ecting our settlements from 
the Indians, who were tampered with, as had al- 
ways been the case, by the English. Hence it 
would be found that Mr. Jefferson had, as early 
as 1804, recomaiended to Congress an appropria- 
tion for the exploration of the Missouri, and the 
country west of the Rocky Mountains. Lewis 
and Clarke were accordingly authorized to explore 
the Missouri river to ils sources, and thence the 
country west of the Rocky Mountains to the ocean; 
and they were the first who explored the tract of 
country lying along the course of that river aaa 
west of the Rocky Mountains. Pursuinr~ the 

ca : d fae” -& © same 
object, Mr. Madison granted far’ ii. “for the es. 
tablishment of a colony at ine mouth of the Co 


lumbia, upon the #” cat 
’ -vplcation of Mr. Astor. A 
settlement was ‘orm 


s " ed, and a fort erected, and an 
imporian’ commerce was established with Russia 
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|| and with China. But when the war of 1812 
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broke out, that coast being under the con- 
trol and in the possession of renegades, it 
was given up to a British armed force, without 
firiog a gun. Had there been a _ sufficient 
force, the result would probably have been differ- 
ent. But the place was sarrendered; and it cons 
tinued to be occupied by the British until the treaty 
of 1818, when our commissioners required its sut+ 
render, and it was given up. Bat, the British 
having occupied the country for so long a period—= 
from 1812 until 1818—they had been enabled to 
erect a line of forts, and to extend their settlements 
over the whole country; and, when our peop'e came 
again into possession, they found themselves under 
considerable disadvantage—all the most important 
points being preoccupied by the English; who had 
taken care also to insti] into the Indian tribes such 
a hatred of our people, that it was dangerous for 
them to attempt forming a settlementatall. They 
were compelled, in some cases, to abandon their 
forts. And, when an attempt was made, in 1818, 
to settle the line of boundary, the British refused to 
come to any terms. They desired to navigate the 
Columbia river, and, in fact, to command the 
whole country. The consequence was, that cer- 
tain stipulations, by which the country was to be 
occupied in common for the space of ten years, 
were entered into. If Senators would for a mo- 
ment turn their attention to the terms of those stip- 
ulations, they would find that no provision was 
contained in them by which the settlement. of that 
tract of country was prohibited or prevented. 
Each nation had the right to claim access to the 
ports of the other, for the purposes of trade and 
commerce. There was no provision by which set- 
tlement was restricted. He bad procured a work, 
which was prepared for the State Department, by 
Greenhow, in which this arrengement will be 
found, and in which much other valuable informa- 
tion, connected with the discovery and settlement of 
that country, is also to be found. 

The British had extended their setdements every- 
where; and not only had they done this, but they 
had gone on and attached the whole of that country 
io the province of Canada, appointed justices of the 
peace, and were administering their laws through- 
out that country. 

What was it that we now proposed to do? We 
proposed to endeavor to get possession of what we 
were entitled to, and of which we bad for so long a 
time been kept out of possersion. By passing 
this bill, we should extend to our settlements that 
protection and encouragement they so much need- 
ed. The bill bad been more careiully drawn than 
that which passed the British Parliament; for pro- 
vision had been made that, in all cases, persons 
claiming to be British settlers should be handed 
over to the British authorities for tial; whereas 
they made no such concession on their part, but, 
on the contrary, compelled every aggressor to be 
tried by her laws, as administered in the courts of 
Canada, and the smaller offences by justices of the 
peace within the territory. 

Mr. LINN here stated the additional fact, that 
the British even claimed the right to exercise juris- 
diction over the Indian tribes, and bad actually 
tried and executed Indians for capital offences. 


Mr. SEVIER proceeded to observe that this 
bill had been framed with a view to as great liberal- 
ity as possible. It provided for the building of a 
chain of forts across the mountains. The British 
had been building forts themselves everywhere: 
they could not, thes, find fault with us f« dei : 
what they had already done. ee 

Now, what were the objectir” h ; 
ageinst the passage of th’ _,, <#* which were raised 
that by it we grant ' 3 DIL? One objection was, 
looked upon ; ands to settlers. He (Mr. 8 ) 
bill. | & wnis as the very life and soul of the 
- ake out this provision, and you would 
~ave no settlers there; but, on the contrary, the 
country would remain in the possession of the 
British henceforth and forever. 

Look at the situation"of the country. Consider 
the distance from the confines of Missouri to be 
traversed by settlers—through a country, too, filled 
with Indians, many of them hostile—a country 
through which there was no road, and in which 
they could only subsist by their skill and success as 
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honters. They would have to traverse the moun- 
tains amid hostile bands of Indians, and afterwards 
descend the river, where they would meet the Brit- 
ish—worse antagonists than the Indians, They 
would have then to establish their setilemenis, 
make their improvements, and erect their mills; 
this would be a work of time, requiring two or 
three years; and until this was done, they would 
have to subsist upon the fish of the river and the 
game of the woods, Was it reasonable to suppose 
that any one would be willing to encounter 
these difficulties and dangers without the hope of 
reward? No. In his opinion, the bounty was 
too smali. He did not believe they would get a 
Single settler to go there. If the land clause was 
piticken out, they mightas well destroy the whole 
bill; they would then bave a line of forts crect- 
ed, wiibout settlers to be pretected; they would 
have forts to protect nobody, for nobody would 
go there. They would settle on this side of the 
mountains, where there were vo difficulties to be 
encountered. For his own paft, be would rather 
Bee the bouuty quadrupicd. He was sorry 
to bearso much said about the powerof Grea: 
Britain, and our [ears of ber power. He disliked 
to hear these appeals made to our fears. 

Tbovgb Great Britain had filled the whole world 
with dread, yet he hoped to see one nation, at least, 
that would not succumb to her aggression—and 
that nation was the United States. He hoped to 
see this country carry out her laws, rerardiess of 
what Great Britain might think or do. This coun 
try had already experienced agerssions on the 
part of Great Britain. The public mind was a 
litle sore on this subject. He would dislike to see 
them repeated, though he did noi fear the power of 
Rng and. On a late occasion be had voted to take 
possession of a tract of country claimed by Great 
Britain. And be was not alone in that vote—he 
had with him the Senator from Missourimand not 
succeeding, he had voted for the treaty. He had 
grown tired of negotiations at that time, and was 
more so now; and be believed other Senators were 
also. 


In regard to this subject, he desired some action 
should take place. We had a right to the whole 
of that country, from the Mexican to the Russian pos- 
Sessions—ail’ of it that was worth claiming;— for 
south of 42 degrees parallel, there was noi suff cient 
rain for agricultural purposes. The only portion fit 
for cultivation was from 42 degrees to 49 degrees of 
north Jatitude. If the British were confined to the 
country north of the 49th parallel of latitude, they 
could have no other object in remaining there but 
the carrying on of the fur trade, that would soon 
be exhausted; and when that is exhausted, that 
whole coast, both by British and Russians, will be 
abandoned, and, of consequence, virtually fall into 
our possession. 

He believed the possession of that country was 
highly important to this Government, for the pur 
pose of carrying on our trade in the Pacific ocean 
with China and Russia. It was important that 
we should bave a place where our vessels might 
go for supplies and for repairs; they were now ob- 
liged to resort to the Sandwich Islands for these 
purposes. He ‘considered it important, also, in 
order to preserve peace upon our frontier. He 
would be in favor of putting in operation the prin- 
ciples advanced by Mr. Monroe, in his message 
to Congress in December, 1823. 

Mr. Monroe said that 

“The occasion had been judged proper for inserting as a 
principle, in which the rights and interests of the United States 
are involved, that the American continents, by the free and in 
dependent condition which they have assumed and maintained 
are henceforth not to be considered as subjects for colonization 
by any European power.” 

This is a sentiment to which he most cordially 
responded; and iu order to carry it out to the letter, 
he was willing to encounter some difficulties and 
dangers. He would be willing, if our financial 
condition would justify if, to vole a million or 
two of dollars to build a railroad from the 
frontiers of Missouri, up the valley of the river 
Platte, to its source in the Rocky Mountaine; 
and on this road, between these points, which 
could be travelled in two or three days, car- 
ry all our emigrants and their effects, for @ 
year or two, free of cost or charges. But, unfor- 
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tunately, we have not got the money for making 
such a road, although over suéh a country, which 
is level and a prairie, where there would be no 
grading of consequence, and no timber or obstrac- 
tions to remove; it would cost comparatively bul a 
trifling sum—perhaps a million and a balf, or two 
millions of dollars. I would at this time prefer 
such an expenditure of the public money, to any 
distribution of it to the States. 


He was sorry to find Senators objecting to pur- 
sue this course, for fear of giving offence to Great 
Britain. She had been extending her settlements 
south of the Columbia river, and she had erected 
foris; but the building of forts alone by us, without 
inducing settlers to migrate, would as speedily set 
us by the ears with Great Britain, as if we made 
the grants. These were the views he entertained 
in relation to the subject. He hoped, therefore, the 
bill would pass, as he believed it was highly im- 
portant to the interests of this country that the 


| Territory of Oregon should be settled and pro- 


tected. 

Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate for con- 
siderably more than an hour. It is not possible to do 
justice to his remarks till publishedin full. At 
presen’, all that can be givenis a mere outline of 
some of the leading points which he urged. 

He reviewed the gradual increase of the British 
pretensions to the northwest coast, and showed that 
up to 1818 nobody heard of her having any 
to the Territory of Oregon. Then, on her refusa! 
to accede to a just settlement of boundary, she 
laid a nest-egg for a future claim of right, by a 
stipulation for joint occupation and settlement. 
Before the ten years of that stipulation had ex- 
pired, she had hatch«d this nest-egg in'o a chicker, 
that flapped its wings and crowed defiance; and 
she said that British interests had grown up on the 
Columbia river, which she should and would pro- 
tect. And from that day to this, she had been fol- 
lowing up this avowal, by encouraging her fur 
companics to make setilements in, and to occupy 
the most valuable portions of, the territory. Through 
the agency of these companies, and the ad- 
vanlages enjoyed by her subjects of importing 


|| into the country British and foreign goods duty 


free, she had rendered the varions Indian tribes of 
the whole region tributary to her; our citizens were 


| compelled to abandon all compeiition with her tra- 
| ders; many of them were either murdered or ex- 


pelled by the Indians. And to talk of joint occupa- 
tion was absurd; for, according to the doctrines now 
held in regard to the treaty of 1818, she practical- 
ly is t© have all the trade and occupation, and we 
are to refrain from taking the same steps she has 
taken. 

Mr. B. took an extensive review of the title of 
the United States, ard also of the claims set up 
at different periods of time by Great Britain. He 
showed the position of the question at the time 
Mr. Adams was Secretary of State, and that then 
not one word of her present extent of pretensions 
was heard. 

Throughout every administration, from the 
foundatiin of the Government to the presefit 
time, the grounds of our title, as weil as 
of the Brritish pretensions, were openly and 
freelyadiscussed in the face ef the world. Every 
negotiation on the subject—every proposition to or 
by our Government—was insiantly and openly 
communicated to Congress, and given to the people. 
We bad nothing to conceal. We avowed and main- 
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tained our title,in the face of the world; and we 


made no propositions that we could be ashamed 
of. Now,tfor the first time, it is found that, ona 
requisition from the Senate of the United States 
fer information from the Executive as to the 
reasons why this question was not settled with 
other questions lately adjusted by treaty, and 
for information as to the propositions made ty 
both Governments for its settlement, it fS said 
it is incompatib'e with the interests of the 
country that the information should be given 
Pabl.city might be iccompatible with the honor of 
the administration making such propositions or 
concessions as it was to be feared were made to 
the British negotiator; but it. never could be in- 
compatible with the interests of this country, which 
never had, and never can have, anything to keep 
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— _ regard to her title to anything she lay 

Asto the idea that had been thrown Out, that we 
could not, if we threw ourselves upon our r 
maintain the country against Great Britain, and 
attempt to do it would precipitate a war, Which 
would lose us the whole territory—he utterly repa. 
diated it as a gross fallacy. When we were, as, 
nation, much younger, less populous, and less 
powertul, we not only held our own against Greg 
Britain, but humbled her. Now that we are eigh- 
teen millions, with an annual increase of at ley 
three per centum, it was not to be supposed tha 
we should fear her threat of war. It had been said 
that she could, from her access by sea, and through 
the facilities of her establishments already in th 
hands of her far traders, and their influence over 
the Indian country, pour into the territory thousands 
of troops to expel our citizens. But, should she 
attempt this, what might be the consequence 
to herself at home—at her own doors? What the 
effect of twenty or thirty thousand of oar choices, 
spirits poured into freland, to assist that nation 
to recover its independence? 

Great Britain would never want a pretenée {oy 
war, when she should deem it her interest to 1 
linquish peace. All her di:positions and arrange. 
ments are to place herself in a position for aggre: 
sive war. Her grasping policy circumvented the 
globe. She was daily encroaching on the territory 
of every o her nation; while no other nation in the 
world was claiming any of hers. The day cou!d 
not be distant when such a power must be involved 
in war. He might not live to see it, but there 
were those now in the years of manhood, who 
would live to see the consequence of her arro- 
gance. When that war with us comes, which is s0 
often threatened, the price she will have to pay for 
it is not alone the loss of her Hudson bay territo- 
ries and the Canadas, but the dismemberment of 
her own kingdom by the independence of Ireland. 

Mr. MOREHEAD obtained the floor; and, on 
bis motién, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuourspay, January 12, 1843. 

Mr. JOHN C. EDWARDS presenied a petitien 
from sundry citizens of Missouri, praying the es- 
tablishment of a post route from Fort William, in 
Franklin county, Missouri, to Little Poney post 
office, in Pulaski county, Missouri: referred to the 
Commi'tee on the Pest Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. RIDGWAY presented a memorial, signed 
by 13 members of the bar of Chilicothe, O4io, pray- 
ing Congress to restore the summer term of the 
United Btates circuit and district courts to Colum. 
bus, the seat of government of Ohio; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. — 

Also, memorials of the same character, signed 
by 141 citizens of Columbus, and others, all citi- 
zens of Ohio; which were referred to the same 
committee. 

Mr. SHAW presented the petition of John Me- 
Clintock and others, citizens of Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, praying indemnity for French spolia- 
tions on American commerce prior to the year 





1800. 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired what would be the 
first business in order. 

The SPEAKER said that the committees would 
be called on for reports; after which, during be 
morning hour, the resolution of the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Bowneg,] in relation to Get: 
eral Jackson’s fine, would come up for considers 
tion. 

The committees were then called on for reports. 

JOINT RULE IN RELATION TO CLAIMS. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of Claias, 
reported an additional joint rule which had a 
adopted by the Senate, with a reeommendat 
that it be adopted. 4 

The SPEAKER was about to pat the questi 
on the engrossment of the rule, when 

Mr. HOPKINS called for its reading. 

It was then read as follows: 


urring,) That 
Resolved, (the Houee of Representatives conc { 
the following be added to the journals of the two Houset° 
Congress, to wit: 
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Whenever a claim against the United States of any description 
been or shall be presented to either House, an votersed to 
committee, and such committee shall have made a report in 
«iting against the allowance of the claim, and the same shal! 
pave been concurred in by such House, it shall not be in order 
revive the consideration of such claim in that House, at the 
ameor any future seasion of Congress, either by bill, resolu- 
tition, or otherwise, except upon a memorial of the 
claimant, first setting forth, upon affidavit, that he has discover. 
ednew evidence in support of his claim since the decision against 
ii, and a stacement of the substance of such evidence; or, second, 
assigning epecific errors in the ay of the committee adverse 
to it; Provided, That an order discharging a committee from 
the further consideration of a claim, shall in nowise require a 
compliance with this rule, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO opposed the proposition, 
and asked for information. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN called for its reading; and 
it was again read. (Cries of “Good;” “That’s 

. ¢.” 
ee. |S IDDINGS advocated the proposition. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO contended that it would be 
unjast to adopt such a rule, without giving previous 
notice to the country. 

Mr. GIDDINGS rejoined. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN took the ground that it 
would be unjust, and be committing a gross piece 
of injustice te adopt such arule. He doubted the 
right of Congress to cut off the right of appeal to 
the equity, justice, and consideration of a future 
Congress. . 

Mr. GRAHAM advocated the proposed rule; 
and contended that it was rendered necessary by 
the constant practice of presenting the same claim 
overand over again for years, after it had been 
rejected by each successive Congress. 

Mr. EVERETT called for the reading of the 
resolution; which was again read. 

Mr. EVERETT moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; but, at the solicitation of Mr. RAYNER, 
he withdrew it. , 

The debate was then continued by Messrs. RAY- 
NER, TILLINGHAST, REYNOLDS, and HOP- 
KINS, who concluded by renewing the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. GRAHAM called for the yeas and nays on 
the question; which being ordered, were taken, 


, and resulted in yeas 80, nays 129. 


So the motion to lay the resolution on the table 
was not agreed to. 

The morning hour having expired, the resolu- 
ion was therefore laid over till to-morrow. 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired of the Chair what 
would be the next business in order? 

The SPEAKER replied that the report and res- 
olations of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
together with the pending questions on that sub- 
ject, were now in order. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he would then appeal to 
the House to know whether they wonld not, by 
general consent, permit this subject to be laid over, 
with the understanding that the previous question 
should be withdrawn, and that the further consid- 
eration of it be postponed till Monday week, and 
made the special order of the day for that day. In 
the mean time, Mr. F. hoped that the printing of 
the extra copies of the report of the committee, 
aod the minority report, would be ordered. 

Mr. EVERETT made a few remarks, in too 
low a tone to be heard by the reporter. 

Mr. BIDLACK observed that he should have 
no objection to the postponement, but that he had 
made a pledge yesterday to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. Unperwoop,] which he should 
like to redeem. That gentleman denied that he 
could furnish proof that Mr. Clay disclaimed a na- 
tional bank during the late Presidential! contest, 
and said that other expedients could be resorted to. 
Mr. B. was now prepared with the proof he alluded 
'o, and wished 'o have un opportunity to show it. 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped the gentleman would 
permit the question on printing to be taken first; 
and Mr. B. assenting — 

The question on printing the extra copies was 
taken and carried. 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped the question would be 
next taken on the postponement till Monday week 

Mr. WISE wished it to be understood that the 
decision of this question was not to interfere with 
the going into the Committee of the Whole on the 
exchequer bill. 

Mr. FiLLMORE. Certainly. 


Mr. CUSHING supposed also, with the under- 
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standing that the previous question should be with- 
drawn; which was also agreed to. 

Mr. BIDLACK rose and asked permission to 
address the House, so as to redeem the pledge he 
made yesterday to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
He had the proof ready, and was prepared to pro- 


duce it. 


Mr. WISE presumed the gentleman could wait 


till Monday week, when the whole subject would 
come up. 


Mr. BIDLACK said that he would not detsin 
the House ten minutes, 

Cries of “‘Hear him,” “Hear him.” 

Objection being made— 

Mr. CUSHING said that he would move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the exchequer bill. Should this motion 
prevail, the gentleman would have an opportunity 
to make all the explanation he desired. 

Mr. RAYNER asked if the motion of the gentle- 
man would not interfere with the repeal of the 
bankrupt act. If so, he was opposed to it. 

Mr. CUSHING having called for the yeas and 
nays on his motion, the question was taken and 
resulted in yeas 101, nays 104, as follows: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Allen, Arnold, Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, 
Barton, Bidlack, Black, Blair, Borden, Bowne, Boyd, Brigg, 
Bronson, Burnell, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, 
Calhoun, John Campbell, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, 
Staley N. Clarke, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cran- 
ston, From, Cushing, Dawson, John Edwards, Egbert, 
Ferrie, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, Fornance, Gam- 
ble, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, William O. Goode, 
Granger, Gwin, Halsted, Hays, Henry, Holmes, Howard, 
Habard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
William W. Irwin, William Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, 
Lewis, Robert McCleilan, McKeon, Mallory, Mitchell, Mor- 
an, Morrow, Osborne, Pendleton, Proffit, Benjamin Randall, 

encher, Ridgway, Rodney. Roosevelt, William Russell, James 
M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Saunders, Shields, Slade, 
William Smith, Stokely, Stratton, Sumter, Taliaferro, John 
B. Thompson, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, Trotti, Trumbull, Van 
Rensselaer, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Weller, Thomas W. 
Willlams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, and 
John Young—10). 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, L. W. Andrews, . J. Andrews, 
Arrington, Atherton, Babcock, Beeson, Birdseye, Boardman, 
Botts, Brewster, Aaron V.. frown, Milton Brown, Charles 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, William Butler, William 
B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Cary, Casey, Chapman, 
Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Cravens, Daniel, G. Davis, R. D. 
Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, 
Everett, Charlies A. Floyd, A. Lawrence Foster, Gentry, Gog- 
gin, Gorden, Graham, Green, Harris, Hopkins, Nouck, Hous- 
ton, Jack, James, Cave Johnson, Keim, John P. Kennedy, 
King, Lane, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, 
McKay, McKennan, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, 
Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Medill, 
Meriwether, Miller, Owsley, Parmenter, Ramsey, Alexander 
Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, 
Rogers, Shaw, Shepperd, Truman Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, 
Stanly, Steenrod, Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, Sweney, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Toland, Triplett, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Wash- 
ington, Westbrook, Christopher H. Williams, Yorke, and Au- 
gustus Young—104. 


Mr. HOLMES moved that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole on the French spoliation 
claims. 

The motion was ruled out of order. 

THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, the House re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to repeal the 
bankrupt law, together with the various amend- 
ments thereto. 

Mr. McKEON (who had the floor) resumed 
and concluded his remarks. He said he was aware 
that objections had been made to such a discussion 
as had been going on upon this measure; but if 
gentlemen would recollect the history of the House 
cf Representatives, they must perceive that de- 
bates of this character would arise upon some sub- 
ject brought before it during the session. He did 


not know a subject on which it was more froper. 


than the present. It was a common thing in the 
House of Commons of England for both parties 
to discuss the measures of the ministry in general. 
It was also common in this country. In the pres- 
ent instance, the debate began with the majority of 
the House, upon the lead of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. ARNoLD,] who was followed by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Cusuina } 
and them by two colleagues of his own, (Messrs. 
Bowne and Gorpon,) who separated from each 
o‘her. As these gentlemen had defined their posi- 
tions, he intended to place himself right—speaking 
his own individual opinions, and not those of any 
one else. 


It had been suggested to him to inquire what the 


— 
———— 


Democratic party should do, when the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusnine] said that if 
the Whigs would not support the administration, 
the President must get support from their oppo- 
nents. : 

Mr. CUSHING desired to make a correction. 
He did not wish to be judged either by the con- 
struction or misconstruction of the gentleman. 

Mr. McKEOWN said he would read from the 
gentleman's speech. He then read the following 
passage: 

“Mr. U. woul say to gentiemen of ail parties in the House, 
and more especially to gentlemen constituting the majority in 
Congress, if you will not co-operate with the President in 


carrying on the Government, which is your highest duty, he 
must seek the aid of your adversaries.”’ 


Mr. CUSHING. “Carrying on the Govern- 
ment,” not supporting the Administration. 

Mr. McKEON. “ Carrying on the Govern- 
ment.” What did that mean? 

Mr. CUSHING said he would explain its mean- 
ing. 

‘Mr. McKEON said he could not yield the floor, 
as he had but forty minutes left. 

Mr. CUSHING said he desired the House ta 
observe this. 

Mr. McKEON resumed, and again read from 
the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
as follows: 

“If you Whigs will lock the wheels of the Government, I 
trust aid will be found in the Democrats.” 

What were the measures of this Administration 
which the Democratic patty were called on to ap- 
pland and support? One of the stiongest meas- 
ures of the last session—he meant the remedial 
justice bill, which took away from the State sov- 
ereignties a portion of their judicial power, and 
transferred it to the Federal courts—received the 
unbroken and undivided vote of the Democratic 
party against it. Yet this measure was recom- 
mended by the President in his message of De- 
cember, 1841. The President then said: 


“] cannot fail, however, to suggest to Congress the propriety, 
and, in some degree, the necessity, of making such provisions 
by law, so faras they may constitutionally do so, for the rb 
moval at their commencement, and at the option of the party, 
of all such cases as may hereafter arise, and which may involve 
the faithful observance and execution of our international ob- 
ligations, from the State to the Federal Judiciary.” 

It was in pursuance of this recommendation that 
the remedial-justice law was passed by ihe majér> 
ity in the House and the Senate. The Demccratic 
party opposed it at every step; but it received the 
signature of the President, whom they were cailed 
on to support! Again: the ground taken by Mr. 
Webster (and, without doubt, sanctioned by the 
Executive) in his correspondence about the Mc- 
Leod affair, was not approved by the Denjocratie 
party, Were they now asked to endorse it? Were 
they also required to acquiesce in the distribution 
bill, which the President signed, and which he de- 
cidedly recommended, provided it did not render an 
increase of the duties on imports above 20 per 
cent.? In December, 1841, after the passage of the 
bill, the President said: 

“It might be esteemed desirable that no such augmentation 
of the taxes should take place as would have the effect of an- 
nulling the land-proceeds-distribution act of the last session, 
which act is declared to be inoperative the moment the duties 


are increased beyond 20 per cent., the maximum rate estab- 
lished by the compromise act,” 


Thus it seemed that the President was exceed- 
ingly anxious that the law should be carried into 
effect. 

But, he asked, were the Democrats to find rea- 
son to support him on account of his course in the 
Rhede Island affair? Was it the loan bill which 
commended him to favor? The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Prorrit] but the other day pictared 
the glories of the Administration in eloquent 
terms. Who before this Administration, in a time 
of profound peace, had ever witnessed the specta- 
cle of an agent of the Government going about 
the streets of London to borrow money without 
success? Was that one of the glories of this Ad- 
ministration? At the last session, it asked for in- 
ordinate appropriations for the army and navy; 
bu', under the lead of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Cave Joumson.] a majority of the 
House reduced them to a more moderate standard. 
The President approved of the tariff bill, too, 
which was the worst ever passed by an American 
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honters. They would have to traverse the moun- 
tains amid hostile bands of Indians, and afterwards 
descend the river, where they would meet the Brit- 
ish—worse antagonists than the Indians, They 
would have then to esiablish ther setilemenis, 
make their improvements, and erect their mills; 
this would be a work of time, requiring two or 
three years; and until this was done, they would 
have to subsist Opon ibe fish of the river and the 
game of the woods. Was it reasonable to suppose 
tbat any one would be willing to encounter 
these difficulties and dangers without the hope of 
reward? No. In his opinion, the bounty was 
too small. He did not believe they would get a 
single settler to go there. If the land clause was 
stricken out, they mightas well destroy the whole 
bil); they would then bave a line of forts crect- 
ed, wiibout settlers to be protected; they would 
have forts to protect nobody, for nobody would 
go there. They would settle on this side of the 
mountains, where there were vo difficulties to be 
encountered. For his own parft, be would rather 
Bee the bouuty quadrupicd. He was sorry 
ty hearso much said about the powerof Grea 
Britain, and our {ears of her power. He disliked 
to hear these appeals made to our fears. 

Though Great Britain had filled the whole world 
with dread, yet he hoped to see one nation, at least, 
that would not succumb to her aggression—and 
that nation was the United States. He hoped to 
sve this country carry out her laws, regardiess of 
what Great Britain might think or do. This coun 
try had already experienced agerssions on the 
pert of Great Britain’ The public mind was a 
lite sore on this subject. He would dislike to see 
them repeated, though he did not fear the power of 

ng aud. On a late occasion be had voted to take 
possession of a tract of country claimed by Great 
Britain. And be was not alone in that vote—he 
had with him the Senator from Missourimand not 
succeeding, he had voted for the treaty. He had 
grown tred of negotiations at that time, and was 
more so now; and be believed other Senators were 
also. 


In regard to this subject, he desired some action 
should take place. We had a right to the whole 
of that country, from the Mexican to the Russian pos- 
Sessions—all’ of it that was worth claiming;— for 
south of 42 degrees paralie!, there was no: suff cient 
rain for agricultural purposes. The only portion fit 
for cultivation was from 42 degrees to 49 degrees of 
north jatitude. If the British were confined to the 
country north of the 49th parallel of latitude, they 
could have no other object in remaining there but 
the carrying on of the fur trade, that would soon 
be exhausted; and when that is exhausted, that 
whole coast, both by British and Russians, will be 
abandoned, and, of consequence, virtually fall into 
our possession. 

He believed the possession of that country wa; 
highly important to this Government, for the pur 
pose of carrying on our trade in the Pacific ocean 
with China aud Russia. It was important that 
we should bave a place where our vessels might 
go for supplies and for repairs; they were now ob- 
liged to resort to the Sandwich Islands for these 
purposes. He considered it important, also, in 
order to preserve peace wpon our frontier. He 
woud be in favor of putting in operation the prin- 
ciples advanced by Mr. Monroe, in his message 
to Congress in December, 1823. 

Mr. Monroe said that 


“The occasion had been judged proper Jor inserting as a 
principle, in which the rights and interests of the United States 
are involved, that the American continents, by the free and in 
dependent condition which they have assumed and maintained 
are hencefurth not to be considered as subjects for colonization 
by any European power.” 

This is a sentiment to which he most cordially 
responded; and in order to carry it out to the letter, 
he was willing to encounter some difficulties and 
dangers. He would be willing, if our financial 
condition would justify it, to vote a million or 
two of dollars to build a railroad from the 
frontiers of Missouri, up the valley of the river 

latte, to its source in the Rocky Mountains; 
and on this road, between these points, which 
could be travelled in two or three days, car- 
ry all our emigrants and their effects, for a 
year or two, free of cost or charges. But, unfor- 
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tunately, we have not got the money for making 
such a road, although over suéh a country, which 
is level and a prairie, where there would be no 
grading of consequence, and no timber or obstrac- 
tions to remove; it would cost comparatively bul a 
tr:fing sum—perhaps a million and a half, or two 
millions of dollars. I would at this time prefer 
such an expenditure of the public money, to apy 
distribution of it to the States. 


He was sorry to find Senators objecting to pur- 
sue this course, for fear of giving offence to Great 
Britain. She had been extending her settlements 
sou'h of the Columbia river, and she had erected 
forts; but he building of forts alone by us, without 
inducing settlers to migrate, would as speedily set 
us by the ears with Great Britain, as if we made 
the grants. These were the views he entertained 
in relation to the subject. He hoped, therefore, the 
bill would pass, as he believed it was highly im- 
portant to the interests of this country that the 
Territory of Oregon should be settled and pro- 
te¢ted. 

Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate for con- 
siderably more than an hour. It is not possible to do 
justice to his remarks till publishedin full. At 
presen', all that can be givenis a mere outliae of 
some of the leading points which he urged. 

He reviewed the gradual increase of the British 
pretensions to the northwest coast, and showed that 


| up to 1818 nobody heard of her having any 


io the Territory of Oregon. Then, on her refusal 


| to accede to a just settlement of boundary, she 


laid a nest-egg for a future claim of rizht, by a 
stipulation for joint oecupation and settlement. 
Before the ten years of that stipulation had ex- 
pired,.she had hatch+d this nest-egg in‘o a chicker, 
that flapped its wings and crowed defiance; and 
she said that British interests had grown up on the 
Columbia river, which she should and would pro- 
tect. And from that day to this, she had been fol- 
lowing up this avowal, by encouraging her fur 
companics to make setilements in, and to occupy 


| the most valuable portions of, the territory. Through 


the agency of these companies, and the ad- 
vanlages enjoyed by her subjects of importing 
into the country British and foreign goods duty 
free, she had rendered the various Indian tribes of 
the whole region tributary to her; our citizens were 
compelled to abandon all compeiition with her tra- 
ders; many of them were either murdered or ex- 
peiled by the Indians. And to talk of joint occupa- 
tion was absurd; for, according to the doctrines now 
held in regard to the treaty of 1818, she practical- 
ly is to kave all the trade and occupation, and we 
are to refrain from taking the same steps she has 
taken. 

Mr. B. took an extensive review of the tive of 
the United States, ard also of the claims set up 
at different periods of time by Great Britain. He 
showed the position of the question at the time 
Mr. Adams was Secretary of State, and that then 
not one word of her present extent of pretensions 
was heard. 

Throughout every adminisiratioo, from the 
foundaticn of the Government to the preseat 
time, the grounds of our title, as well. as 
of the Brritish pretensions, were openly and 
freelyadiscussed in the face of the world. Every 
negotiation on the subject—every proposition to or 
by ovr Government—was insiantly and openly 
communicated to Congress, and given to the people. 
We bad nothing to conceal. We avowed and main- 
tained our title, in the face of the world; and we 
made no propositions that we could be ashamed 
of. Now,tfor the first time, it is found that, ona 
requisition from the Senate of the United States 
for information from the Executive as to the 
reasons why this question was not settled with 
other questions lately adjusted by treaty, and 
for information as to the propositions made by 
both Governments for its settlement, it fS said 
it is incompatib'e with the interests of the 
country that the information should be given 
Publ.city might be iccompatible with the honor of 
the administration making such propositions or 
concessions as it was to be feared were made tu 
the British negotiator; but it. never could be in- 
compatible with the interests of this country, which 
never had, and never can have, anything to keep 


a 


a - regard to her title to anything she lays 

Asto the idea that bad been thrown out, that We 
could not, if we threw ourselves upon ourr 
maintain the country against Great Britain, and an 
attempt to do it would precipitate a war, whi 
would lose us the whole territory—he utterly tepa. 
diated it as a gross fallacy. When we were, asa 
nation, much younger, less populous, and leg 
powertul, we not only held our own against Greg 
Britain, but hembled her. Now that we are e) 
teen millions, with an annual increase of at ley 
three per centum, it was not to be supposed tha 
we should fear her threat of war. It had been said 
that she could, from her access by sea, and tbrongh 
the facilities of her establishments already in th 
hands of ber far traders, and their influence over 
the Indian country, pour into the territory thousands 
of troops to expel our citizens. But, should she 
atiempt this, what might be the consequence 
to herself at home—at her own doors? What the 
effect of twenty or thirty thousand of oar choices, 
spirits poured into freland, to assist that nation 
to recover its independence? 

Great Britain would never want a pretenée for 
war, when she should deem it her interest to 1 
linquish peace. All her di«positions and arrange. 
ments are to place herself in a position for aggres- 
sive war. Her grasping policy circumvented the 
globe. She was daily encroaching on the territory 
of every o her nation; while no other nation in the 
world was claiming any of hers. The day couid 
not be distant when such a power must be involved 
in war. He might not live to see it, but there 
were those now in the years of manhood, who 
would live to see the consequence of ber arto 
gance. When that war with us comes, which is so 
often threatened, the price she will have to pay for 
it is not alone the loss of her Hudson bay territo- 
ries and the Canadas, but the dismemberment of 
her own kingdom by the independence of Ireland. 

Mr. MOREHEAD obtained the floor; and, on 
bis motién, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuorspay, Janvary 12, 1843. 

Mr. JOHN C. EDWARDS presenied a petitien 
from sundry citizens of Missouri, praying the es- 
tablishment of a post route from Fort William, ia 
Franklin county, Missouri, to Little Poney post 
office, in Pulaski county, Missouri: referred to the 
Commi'tee on the Pest Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. RIDGWAY presented a memorial, signed 
by 13 members of the bar of Chilicothe, Odio, pray- 
ing Congress to restore the summer term of the 
United States circuit and district courts to Colum- 
bus, the seat of government of Ohio; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. — 

Also, memorials of the same character, signed 
by 141 citizens of Columbus, and others, all citi- 
zens of Ohio; which were referred to the same 
committee. 

Mr. SHAW presented the petition of John Me- 
Clintoek and others, citizens of Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, praying indemnity for French spolia- 
tions on American commerce prior to the year 





1800. 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired what would be the 
first business in order. 

The SPEAKER said that the committees would 
be called on for reports; after which, during the 
morning hour, the resolution of the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Bowne,] in relation to Get 
eral Jackson’s fine, would come up for considers: 
tion. 

The committees were then called on for report's. 

JOINT RULE IN RELATION TO CLAIMS. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of Claias, 
reported an additional joint rule which SS 
adopted by the Senate, with a recommen 
that it be adopted. 1 

The SPEAKER was about to pat the ques! 
on the engrossment of the rule, when 

Mr. HOPKINS called for its reading. 

It was then read as follows: 


) That 
Resolved, (the Houee of Representatives concurring) |, 
the folowing be added to the journals of the two Houses ° 
Congress, to wit: 
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Whenever a claim against the United States of any description 
has been orshall be presented to either House, ond sar oy to 
committee, and such committee shall have made a report in 
ating against the allowance of the claim, and the same shall 
pave been concurred in by such House, it shall not be in order 
w revive the consideration of such claim in that House, at the 
moor any future session of Congress, either by bill, resolu- 
jtion, or otherwise, except upon a memorial of the 
ant, first setting forth, upon affidavit, that he has discover- 
ednew evidence in support of his claim since the decision against 
jt, anda stacement of the substance of such evidence; er, second, 
asigaing specific errors in the report of the committee adverse 
it: Provided, That an order discharging a committee from 
the further consideration of a claim, shall in nowise require a 
compliance with this rule, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO opposed the proposition, 
and asked for information. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN called for its reading; and 
it was again read. (Cries of “Good;” “That’s 

. ht.” 
nM, GIDDINGS advocated the proposition. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO contended that it would be 
unjust to adopt such a rule, without giving previous 
nolice to the country. 

Mr. GIDDINGS rejoined. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN took the ground that it 
would be unjust, and be committing a gross piece 
of injustice te adopt such arule. He doubted the 
right of Congress to cut off the right of appeal to 
the equity, justice, and consideration of a future 
Congress. > 

Mr. GRAHAM advocated the proposed rule; 
and contended that it was rendered necessary by 
the constant practice of presenting the same claim 
overand over again for years, after it had been 
rejected by each successive Congress. 

Mr. EVERETT called for the reading of the 
resolution; which was again read. 

Mr. EVERETT moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; but, at the solicitation of Mr. RAYNER, 
he withdrew it. ° 

The debate was then continued by Messrs. RAY- 
NER, TILLINGHAST, REYNOLDS, and HOP- 
KINS, who concluded by renewing the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. GRAHAM called for the yeas and nays on 
the question; which being ordered, were taken, 
and resulted in yeas 80, nays 129. 

So the motion to lay the resolution on the table 
was not agreed to. 

The morning hour having expired, the resolu- 
lion was therefore laid over till to-morrow. 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired of the Chair what 
would be the next business in order? 

The SPEAKER replied that the report and res- 
olations of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
together with the pending questions on that sub- 
ject, were now in order. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he wou!d then appeal to 
the House to know whether they wonld not, by 
general consent, permit this subject to be laid over, 
with the understanding that the previous question 
should be withdrawn, and that the further consid- 
eration of it be postponed till Monday week, and 
made the special order of the day for that day. In 
the mean time, Mr. F. hoped that the printing of 
the extra copies of the report of the committee, 
aod the minority report, would be ordered. 

Mr. EVERETT made a few remarks, in too 
low a tone to be heard by the reporter. 

Mr. BIDLACK observed that he should have 
no objection to the postponement, but that he had 
made a pledge yesterday to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, |Mr. Unperwoop,] which he should 
like to redeem. That gentleman denied that he 
could furnish proof that Mr. Clay disclaimed a na- 
tional bank during the late Presidential contest, 
and said that other expedients could be resorted to. 
Mr. B. was now prepared with the proof he alluded 
'o, and wished to have an opportunity to show it. 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped the gentleman would 
Permit the quegtion on printing to be taken first; 
and Mr. B. assenting — 

The question on printing the extra copies was 
taken and carried. 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped the question would be 
next taken on the postponement till Monday week 

Mr. WISE wished it to be understood that the 
decision of this question was not to interfere with 

the going into the Committee of the Whole on the 
exchequer bill, 

Mr. FILLMORE. Certainly. 


Mr. CUSHING supposed also, with the under. 
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standing that the previous question should be with- 
drawn; which was also agreed to. 

Mr. BIDLACK rose and asked permission to 
address the House, so as to redeem the pledge he 
made yesterday to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
He had the proof ready, and was prepared to pro- 


duce it. 


Mr. WISE presumed the gentleman cou!d wait 
till Monday week, when the whole subject would 
come up. 


Mr. BIDLACK said that he would not detain 
the House ten minutes, 

Cries of ‘Hear him,” “Hear him.” 

Objection being made— 

Mr. CUSHING said that he would move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the exchequer bill. Should this motion 
prevail, the gentleman would have an opportunity 
to make all the explanation he desired. 

Mr. RAYNER asked if the motion of the gentle- 
man would not interfere with the repeal of the 
bankrupt act. If so, he was opposed to it. 

Mr. CUSHING having called for the yeas and 
nays on his motion, the question was taken and 
resulted in yeas 101, nays 104, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Arnold, Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, 
Barton, Bidlack, Black, Blair, Borden, Bowne, Boyd, Brigg, 
Bronson, Burnell, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, 
Calhoun, John Campbell, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, 
Staley N. Clarke, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cran- 
ston, Gross, Cushing, Dawson, John Edwards, Egbert, 
Ferrie, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, Fornance, Gam- 
ble, Gates, Giddings, Patrick G. Goode, William O. Goode, 
Granger, Gwin, Halsted, Hays, Henry, Holmes, Howard, 
Hubard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
William W. Irwin, William Cost Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, 
Lewis, Robert McCleilan, McKeon, Mallory, Mitchell, Mor- 

an, Morrow, Osborne, Pendleton, Proffit, Benjamin Randall, 

encher, Ridgway, Rodney. Roosevelt, William Russell, James 
M. Russell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Saunders, Shields, Slade, 
William Smith, Stokely, Stratton, Sumter, Taliaferro, John 
B. Thompzon, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, Trotti, Trumbull, Van 
Rensselaer, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Weller, Thomas W. 
Willfams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, and 
John Young—101, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, L. W. Andrews, 8. J. Andrews, 
Arrington, Atherton, Babcock, Beeson, Birdseye, Boardman, 
Botts, Brewster, Aaron V.. frown, Milton Brown, Charles 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, William Butler, William 
B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Cary, Casey, Chapman, 
Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Cravens, Daniel, G. Davis, R. D. 
Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, 
Everett, Charles A. Floyd, A. Lawrence Foster, Gentry, Gog- 
gin, Gorden, Graham, Green, Harris. Hopkins, Nouck, Hous- 
ton, Jack, James, Cave Johnson, Keim, John P. Kennedy, 
King, Lane, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, 
McKay, McKennan, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, 
Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Medill, 
Meriwether, Miller, Owsley, Parmenter, Ramsey, Alexander 
Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, 
Rogers, Shaw, Shepperd, Truman Smith, Snyder, Sprigg, 
Stanly, Steenrod, Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, Sweney, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Toland, Triplett, Turney, Underwood, Van Buren, Wash- 
ington, Westbrook, Christopher H. Williams, Yorke, and Au- 
gustus Young—104. 


Mr. HOLMES moved that the House go into 


Committee of the Whole on the French spoliation 
claims, 


The motion was ruled out of order. 
THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, the House re= 


sumed the consideration of the bill to repeal the 
bankrupt law, together with the various amend- 
men's thereto. 

Mr. McKEON (who had the floor) resumed 
and concluded his remarks. He said he was aware 
that objections had been made to such a discussion 
as had been going on upon this measure; but if 
gen'lemen would recollect the history of the House 
cf Representatives, they must perceive that de- 
bates of this character would arise upon some sub- 
ject brought before it during the session. He did 
not know a subject on which it was more froper 
than the present. It was a common thing in the 
House of Commons of England for both parties 
to discuss the measures of the ministry in general. 
It was also common in this country. In the pres- 
ent instance, the debate began with the majority of 
the House, upon ihe lead of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Annoup,] who was followed by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusuina | 
and them by two colleagues of his own, [Messrs. 
Bowne and Gorpon,} who separated from each 
oher. As these gentlemen had defined their posi- 
tions, he intended to place himself right—speaking 
his own individual opinions, and not those of any 
one else. 


It had been suggested to him to inquire what the 


Democratic party should do, when the gentieman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusnine] said thar if 
the Whigs would not support the administration, 
the President must get support from their oppo- 
nents. 

Mr. CUSHING desired to make a correction. 
He did not wish to be judged either by the con- 
struction or misconstruction of the gentleman. 

Mr. McKEOWN said he would read from the 
gentleman's Speech. He then read the following 
passage: 

“Mr. U. would say to gentlemen of ail parties in the House, 
and more especially to gentlemen constituting the majority in 
Congress, if you will not co-operate with the President in 


carrying on the Government, which is your highest duty, he 
must seek the aid of your adversaries.” 


Mr. CUSHING. “Carrying on the Govern- 
ment,” not supporting the Administration. 

Mr. McKEON. “ Carrying on the Govern- 
ment.” What did that mean? 

Mr. CUSHING said he would explain its mean- 
ing. 

Mr. McKEON said he could not yield the floor, 
as he had but forty minutes left. 

Mr. CUSHING said he desired the House te 
observe this. 

Mr. McKEON resumed, and again read from 
the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
as follows: 


“If you Whigs will lock the wheels of the Government, I 
trust aid will be found in the Democrats.” 


What were the measures of this Administration 
which the Democratic patty wete called on to ap- 
plaud and support? One of the stiongest meas- 


| ures of the last session—he meant the remedial 


justice bill, which took away from the State sov- 
ereignties a portion of their judicial power, and 
trans(erred itto the Federal courts—received the 
unbroken and undivided vote of the Democratic 
party against it. Yet this measure was recom- 
mended by the President in his message of De- 
cember, 1841. The President then said: 


“] cannot fail, however, to suggest to Congress the propriety, 
and, in some degree, the necessity, of making such provisions 
by law, so faras they may constitutionally do so, for the i 
moval at their commencement, anti at the option of the party, 
of all such cases as may hereafter arise, and which may involve 
the faithful observance and execution of our international ob- 
ligations, from the State to the Federal Judiciary.” 

It was in pursuance of this recommendation that 
the remedial-justice law was passed by the majar> 
ity in the House and the Senate. The Demccratic 
party opposed it at every step; but it received ihe 
signature of the President, whom they were cailed 
on to support! Again: the ground taken by Mr. 
Webster (and, without doubt, sanctioned by the 
Executive) ia his correspondence about the Mc- 
Leod affair, was not approved by the Democratie 
party, Were they now asked to endorse it? Were 
they also required to acquiesce in the distribation 
bill, which the President signed, and which he de- 
cidedly recommended, provided it did not render an 
increase of the duties on imports above 20 per 
cent.? In December, 1841, after the passage of the 
bill, the President said: 

“It might be esteemed desirable that no such augmentation 
of the taxes should take place as would have the effect of an- 
nulling the land-proceeds-distribution act of the last session, 
which act is declared to be inoperative the moment the duties 
are increased beyond 20 per cent., the maximum rate estab- 
lished by the compromise act,” 

Thus it seemed that the President was exceed- 
ingly anxious that the law should be carried into 
effect. 

But, he asked, were the Democrats to find rea- 
son to support him on account of his course in the 
Rhode Island affair? Was it the loan bill which 
commended him to favo:? The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Prorrit}] but the other day pictered 
the glories of the Administration in eloquent 
terms. Who before this Administration, in a time 
of profound peace, had ever witnessed the specta- 
cle of an agent of the Government going about 
the streeis of London to borrow money without 
success? Was that one of the glories of this Ad- 
ministration? At the last session, it asked for in- 
ordinate appropriations for the army and navy; 
but, under the lead of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Cave Jonson.] a majority of the 
House reduced them to a more moderate standard. 
The President approved of the tariff bill, too, 
which was the worst ever passed by an American 
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Congress; and on the very question upon which 
the Democrats staked their existence as a party, he 
defeated their wishes, by approving a bill to repeal 
the sub treasury. And were they now asked to 
endorse all these acts? Upon what principle the 
support asked by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr Cosnine] was to be given, he could not 
undertake to say. He knewot none. The meas- 
ures approved by the President were all Federal, 
and sustained by the majority of that party in 
Conzress. Bat perhaps it was thought the Demo- 
cratic party should support the President on ac- 
countof bis Demoeratic acts. He (Mr. McK.) 
would hereafier show that even in them he did not 
concur with the party. 

He was giad that in the next Congress the strife 
would be one of principle. There was a radical 
cdiference between the two parties on the subject 
of the tariff, the bank, and the distribution of the 
proceeds of the pablic lands. Did the President 
agree with the Democracy upon these subjects? As 
he understood the views of the President, that offi- 
cer thought it was the duty of the Government! to 
furnish a paper currency for the country. The 
Whigs were also in favor of a paper currency; but 
they thought it could be best applied through a 
national bank, whilst the President proposed that 
it should be afforded by means of an exchequer. 
The Democra's, on the other band, declared that 
there should be no paper currency created by the 
Federal Government. Thus, it would be perceiv- 
ed, there was a sad difference between them. 


Here Mr. CUSHING rose to ask a question, 
but 

Mr. McKEON said he had no time to spare, and 
proceeded with his remarks. In 1834, the Presi- 
dent differed with the Whig party abouta bank of 
the United States. Still be declared that such an 
institution was expedient. Mr. Tyler then said 
that the Constitution should be amended. In his 
speech on the removal of the ceposites, he held 
this language, speaking of the advantages of a 
United States bank: *Nor am | insensible to the 
beneficial influences it (has had) over the currency 
of the countrys; but I oppose it because it is uncon- 
stitutional.” Again: “If my opinion could have 
any influence over the country, my advice would 
be, restore the deposiles, and amend the Constitu- 
tion.” It was due to the President to say that his 
opinions on this subject had been on record for 
some time. His Whig friends shon'd have inquir- 
ed into them b«fore they placed his name upon the 
ticket for the Vice Presidency. 

As for the exchequer which the President sent 
to Congress, he held that it was the worst scheme 
for expanding the cuttency which he had ever yet 
seen, and more fraught with dangerous results. 
The Secretary of State had indeed shown how 
much he understood about currency, when be 
staked his reputation upon its good resulis. 

In 1841, the President recommended, in sirong 
terms, that the distribution law should be passed, 
and went on to show that it would be of immense 
benefit to the Sta‘es, by relieving them from taxa- 
tion. 
ai issue with the Democratic party; for they held 
that no distribution Jaw should be passed, let the 
duties be over or under 20 perceat. Holding such 
a law to be unconstitutional, it matiered not with 
them whether there was an overflowing or an cx- 
hausted treasury. 

The head of this Administration was ¢lected as 
a Whig, and his Secretaries were identified with the 
Whigs of 1840. They still had command of the 
high places, and he knew pot a man of them who 
had come to the conclusion to absolve himself from 
his union or identification with the Whig party, 
when batiling against the Democrats in 1840. He 
would say to his colleague from Otsego, (Mr. 
Bowne,] wro seemed so anxious to throw 








ee 





open the doors of the Democratic church 
to Mr. Webster, that he must have spoken 
too quick. His colleague was not sure that Mr. 


Websier would come. Mr. Webster said he was a 
Whig, and always meant to be; and his col'eague 
might himself get into the Whig party, instead of 
gt tting the Secretary of State into the Democratic 
party. The speech at Faneuil Hall contained 
this passage: “lam a Whig—always have been— 


On this point, therefore, the President was | 
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always will be; and if anybody undertakes to 
turn me outof the pale of that communion, let 
him see who'll get out first.” Was this manifest- 
ing any disposition to come into the Democratic 
party? Were notall the opinions of Daniel Web- 
ster reflected in the recommendations to the House 
of Representatives? Was there no difference of 
opinion between him and the Democratic party on 
the subjects of the treaty, the tariff, and the currency? 
He (Mr. McK.) never expected to see the Demo- 
cracy of Daniel Webster. Mr. W. so firmly 
believed in the truth of Federalism, and had so 
long stood forth as its illustrious’ champion, that 
he would never yield up that, in the defence of 
which he had acquired al! his reputation. 

He recollected another incident, when a difficul- 
ty occurred between this Government and France; 
during which (he said) he would not vote the ap- 
propriation if the enemy were thundering at the 
door of the Capitol. He recollected, too, and well, 
the declaration of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,} that he had but another step to 
take, and that was into the ranks of the enemy; and 
he should never forget the enthusiasm which 
hailed that declaration, for it burst through all 
bounds. He went on to show that the gentleman 
now at the head of the State, Department, though 
he might ask to be received into the Democratic 
ranks, could never expect to be trusted. 

He then reviewed the speech of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, { Mr. Custine,] which had 
been so much commented on during this debate; and 
made the declaration that, if it was meant that the 
velo power was to be used to aid the Executive in 
carrying on a war agaiast the opposing party, 
nothing could have so great an influence in exciting 
the people of this country against the vélo power 
as such an avowal. He enumerated various 
prominent questions, on which there was a clearly 
defined and irreconcilable difference on principle 
between the two prominent parties in the country; 
and showed the impossibilty of forming a party by 
a combination of men holding such opposite prin- 
ciples to carry on the Government. The Admin- 
istration mast be carried on, on one or the other set 
of principles of the existing parties; and the man 
who expecied that he could form a political rain- 
bow of various colors, mistook the temper of 
the American people. 


Mr. RAYNER said he voted for the bankrupt 
law at theextra session; and, as he meant to voté for 
its repeal, he desired to state the reasons which 
governed himin the vote he should give. He 
voted for the bankrupt law with some misgivings; 
but he yielded his doubts regarding its propfiety, at 
the earnest entreaty of others, who deemed it essen- 
lal to the well-being of the community. The peo- 
ple of North Carolina were Jess commercial in their 
pursuits than some other people of the United 
States; and, so far as they were concerned, he saw 
ho pressing necessity for such a law; but he could 
not shut his eyes to the embarrassments and suffer- 
ings and distresses that were operating on the 
commercial and trading sections of the Union, 
crippling their energies, and tying up the hands of 
industry. And when he looked at the cause of 
those embarrassments and distresses, be saw the 
suffering portions of the community were 
not paying the penalty of their own impru- 
dence, but were enduring miseries brought upon 
them by rach and wicked measures of financial 
quacks and politica! gamblers. It was a state of 
things growing out of twelve years of misrule, that 
aroused the country in 1840 to overthrow the self- 
styled Democratic party, and to bring in the Whig 
party to relieve the country as far as they could do 
so; and the maladminisiration which they came in 
to correct, forced upon them the bankrupt law. Bat 
since the causes which led to the passage of the 
bankrupt law no longer existed, or existed with 
much leas foree, he thought the question might 
now be entertained, whether there was a du'y in- 
cumbent on them to keep the law any longer in 
existence. The objects of the law had ben, in a 
greai measure, accomplished. These who had 
been thrown into insolvency by the maladminis- 
tration of public affairs, had received the benefit 
of it; those whose energies and industry had been 
destroyed by the action of the Federal Govern- 
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SS 
ment, were left free, and the manacles struck froti 
their hands, and they could now pursue the Ob. 
ward course of enterprise and industry, 


The mechanic had been released, and again sent 
to his shop; the sailor te his ship; the merchant i, 
his counter; and the farmer to his plough. The be. 
neficent action of the law bad presented to them ney 
fields for enterprise and labor, in which they might 
herea(ter not only obtain the means of subsistene 
but of paying the debits from which they had been 
released—debts which honor called on them to Pro. 
vide for when possessed of the ability to do g 
though they were freed from all legal obligations 
And while the honest ahd unfortunate had re. 
ceived the benefits of this faw, the reckless and jg. 
prudent had been brought to a state of accounij. 
bility, and the creditor on his part had received the 
benefits of it also. Notwithstanding the benefis 
of the bankrupt law, still there were evils in it, as 
there were inevery finite system—a few of which 
he would now advert to. Although he voted for 
this law, considering that the objections to it were 
more than counterbalanced by the benefits he 
thought it would produce; yet he believed tha 
these objections operated with greater force now than 
then. He also believed that the present state of 
things in the a as well as public opinion, 
demanded its repeal. One great objection to it 
was, thatits tendency would be, he feared, to destroy 
confidence, take away the means of obtaining 
credit, and thereby materially injure the busi- 
ness of the community. Capitalists would fear 
to trust men of basiness, because of the in. 
ducements held out to them to relieve themselves 
from debt in this easy and ready manner; while 
men would be tempted to ran into hazardous 
and improvident speculations, from the telief that, 
if they failed, they conld, with so little trouble, ex. 
tricate themselves from theif embarrassments. An- 
other serious objection to this law, as a permanent 
system, was, that it came in conflict with, and 
unsetiled, all the laws which the States had es. 
tablished for the regulation of the transactions be- 
tween debtor andcreditor. It was one of the es- 
sentials to a sound system of trade, that the rela- 
tions of debtor and creditor should be putona 
firm and permanent basis. Any law, therefore, 
that prevented or ifterfered with this state of 
things, was impolitic as well as unjust. There 
was still another reason why he would vole fora 
repeal of this law; and that was, that public opin- 
ion had settled down to the conviction that it ought 
to be repeated. He had, at the time of the enact- 
ment of this law, stated that his consti!uents would 
be but little affected by it, and that, therefore, they 
would care very little about it. He was still of 
that opinion; but, so far as they had agitated 
the subject, he believed that they were decidedly 
in favor of the repeal. Though willing, however, to 
vote for the repeal, yet he could not vote for tt 
without some amendment as to the time when 
it should take effect. All those who had com- 
menced the initiatory proceedings to avail them- 
selves of the benefits of the act, had done soon 
the faith of the Government, and they had a sor! 
of vested right in it. Farther, it would not be 
just te exclude those creditors from its benefits, 
who had extended forbearance to their debtors to 
this time. Such a proceeding would operate a: 4 
punishment for the best and kindest feelings of 
human nature, and would be calculated to destroy 
all confidence in legislation. He was opposed '0 
the amendment including corporations in the pro- 
visions of the bankrupt act, and agreed with the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Picsens] 
that it would be the most dangerous exercise of 
power that could be witnessed in this Government. 


Afier some remarks commenting pretty severely 
on the course of the President, and expressing the 
hope that the Whig party wou d revive agaid, 

Mr. R. then went on to say that, however mor 
tified he felt at many occurrences during ‘his de- 
bate, he was yet gratified that it had taken place. 
It had served to draw more distinctly the lines 
party, and had shown to the country (what he a 
knew) that there were but two parties in the Ho 
of Representatives. The Tyler faction were mere 
into the Locofoco party; and, amid the 
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iling of the political caldron, the scum of 
_— y aa about to be thrown off. 
Mr. R., in reply to various remarks made daring 
the debate, spoke until the expiration of his hour. 
mr. T. F. MARSHALL then obtained the floor, 
pat deferred his remarks until to-morrow. 


THE UNITED STATES LOAN. 


The SPEAKER submitted a communication 
rom the Treasury Department, enclosing a report 
of the amount borrowed in pursuance of the bill 
jo authorize a loan. 

The communication not being opened, several 

tlemen asked for its reading; whereupon the 
Clerk read the accompanying letter of the Secre- 

of the Treasury, from which it appeared that 
the amount borrowed under authority of the act of 
Congress WAS $5,672,976 88. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the communica- 
tion be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with instructions to inquire into the expe- 
diency of modifying so much of the law as requires 
ihe Secretary of the Treasury to report the amount 
of the loan effected under par value. 

ur. SPRIGG asked, was it not intended that the 
communication should be printed? 

Mr. FILLMORE said it might not be prudent 
to priat it. 

Toe motion was then agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER submitted the following Execu- 
ive communications: 

Acommunication from the Navy Depariment, 
containing a list of vessels built in the United 
Siates since 1826: laid on the table, and ordered to. 
be printed. 

Acommunication fromthe War Deparimen', 
covering the report of Capt. Hughes’s reconnois- 
sance of the Ohio river: referred, on motion of Mr. 
IRWIN, to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
asd ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Navy Department, 
showing in what manner the contingent fund of 
that department had been expended: laid on the 
able, and ordered to be printed. 

Acommunication from the Treasury Depart 
ment, in answer to a resolution of the House call- 
ing for information in relation to the alleged defal- 
tation of Jesse Hoyt, late collector of the port of 
New York: laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 2 

Acommunication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, covering copies of the statement rendered by 
the incorp6rated banks of the District of Colum- 
bia: referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. S. MASON, the use of the 
hall,on Tuesday next, was granted to the Colon- 
ation Society. 


Mr. ROOSEVELT gave notice of bis intention 
lomove a suspension of the rule appropriating 


lbree days to the consideration of Territorial busi-. 
ness, 


TRIAL OF LOUALLIER. 


Mr. BARNARD rose and said, that as the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary wished to obtain informa- 
lon to aid them in their investigation of the matters 
tefore them relative to General Jackson’s fine, he 
ar ask the House to adopt the following reso- 
auon : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to furnish 
lo this House a copy of all the papers and proceedings to be 
din his department relative to the arrest, and trial by 
— martial, under the orders of General Jackson, of E. L. 
et (Or Mr. Louallier, jr.) at New Orleans, in March, 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were sev- 
*rally twice read, and referred : 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Monroe: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
A bill for the relief of persons residing within 
reputed limits of the States of Arkansas and 
uisiana, and beyond the boundary line between 

Hited States and the republic of Texas, as 
‘Siablished by the commissioners appointed to as- 
ae same: referred to the Committee on the 








ay) 
A bill for the relief of Wm, De Buys, postmaster 
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at New Orleans: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

A bill to provide for ascertaining and disposing 
of the lead mineral lands in the Siates of Illinois 
and Arkansas, and Tyrritories of Wisconsin and 
Iowa, and for other purposes: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

A bill to re-enact and continue in operation the 
several acts now in force for the relief of insolvent 
debtors of the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill for the relief of Wareham Kingsley: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

A bill for the relief of claimants to indemnities 
received from the British Government for loss 
of slaves from on board the Comet and the Eaco- 
mium at Nassau, Bahamas: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill for the 
relief of Joshua Drew was concurred in. 


REDUCTION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. M@&RIWETHER offered the following 
res lution, which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs inquire 
into the propriety of reducing the number of commissioned 
officers of the army, corresponding with the reduction of pri- 
vates; whether the army may not be further reduced, by dis- 


banding one or more regiments of infantry, or the second regi- 
ment of dragoons; and whether a regiment or battalion of in- 
fantry may not be converted into marines. 


PENSIONS IN WESTERN VIRGINIA. 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
pension agency at Wytheville, Virginia, for the counties of 
Lee, Scott, Russell, Tazewell, Washington, Smyth, Wythe, 
irayson, Carroll, Pulaski, Mercer, and Giles. 


On motion of Mr. ANDREWS, 
The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 13, 1843. 


On motion by Mr. BARROW, it was ordered 
that, when the Senate adjourn, it adjourn till Mon- 
day next. 

The PRESIDENT pro fem. \aid before the Sen- 
ale a communication trom the State Department, 
transmittirg, in compliance with a resolu’ion of the 
Senate of the 2ist of Angust last, information ob- 
tained from the American consuls abroad as to the 
cost of all commodities imperted by this country 
from foreign countrics, at the places from whence 
imported, during the months of July, August, and 
September of the past year, with the rates of in- 
surance, freighis, &c. 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, (on whose mo- 
tion the information was called for,) the commu- 
nicalion was ordered to lie on the table, and be 

rinted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. also laid before the 
Senate a report from the War Departmen’, in com- 
pliance with the 5th section of the act of Congress 
of 3d May, 1809, giving a statement of contracts 
and agreements made by the late Board of Navy 
Commissioners during the last year, not already 
included in their report to Congress of the 13th 
December, 1842; which, 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memoria] from the 
Ulica and Schenectady Railroad Company, pray- 
ing that the tariff law may be so modified as to al- 
low two years further for the importing of railroad 
iron free of duty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Carrollton, Ohio, representing that they 
view, with feelings of deep regret and mortification, 
the gross injustice which bas been done the Hon. 
Amos Kendall for ‘‘a desire faithfully to perform the 
duties of his office as Postmaster General, and to protect 
the public interest committed to his charge,” in the suit 
and rendition of judgment against bim, in his in- 
dividual capacity, in favor of Wm. B. Stokes and 
others; and urge that, where a public officer ac's 
and performs bis duties ‘faithfully,” the Govern. 
ment for which he thus acts should, in justice, pro- 
tect and defend him in person and proper'y in con- 
nexion with such performance. The memorialists, 
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therefore, pray Congress to adopt some measures 
that will extricate Mr. Kendall from the difficulties 
growing out of his desire to guard the interests of 
the United States faithfully. 

Mr. T. moved that the memorial be referred to 
a select committee. This proposition elicited some 
discussion as to the propriety of the proposed ref- 
erence; in which Messrs. BERRIEN, GRAHAM, 
ARCHER, CONRAD, KING, WALKER, and 
TAPPAN participated. 

The memorial was disposed of by referring it, 
on the motion of Mr. BERRIEN, to the Commit- 
tee on Claims 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, it was ordered that 
the memorial of a number of ship-owners of the town 
of Robinson, Maine, for a port of delivery at that 
place, be taken from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from cer- 
tain freeholders in the county of Erie, Pennsylva- 
nia, remonstrating against the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law; which was referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, 

Mr. PORTER presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Monroe, Michigan, for a hke object; which 
was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
from George B. Slater and others, of Connecticut, 
praying an appropriation to complete certain im- 
provements to the pavigation of the river Thames; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, it was ordered 
that the petition and papers of Richard Patten be 
taken from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. WOODBURY presented resolutions adopt- 
ed by the Legis!ature of New Hampshire, in relation 
to the proceeds arising from the sales of the public 
lands; declaring that the distribution thereof to the 
States is unconstitutional, and recommending that 
the distributive share of that State (which she declines 
\o accept) be applied to the general expenditures: 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Also, from the same source, a resolution re- 
specting the postage on letiers, and ulging a re- 
duction thereof; and recommending a limitation on 
the franking privilege, and certain other modifica- 
tions of the post office law.: ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, from the same source, resolutions upon 
the subject of the bankrupt law, ihe tariff law, and 
the disiribution law, urging the propriety of their 
repeal; and requesting the Representatives and in- 
structing the Senators from that State to vote for 
their repea!: ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 


Mr. KERR presented a memorial, signed by 160 
ciliz-ns of Baltimore, chiefly business men, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the bankrupt law: re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GRAHAM, on leave, introduced a bill di- 
reciing asurvey of a direct communication between 
Albemarle Sound and the Auantic ocean; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee cn 
Commerce, 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made reports (which were ordered to be printed) 
on the following bills frem the House, and adverse 
to their passege, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Richard Marsh. 

The bill for the relief of A. Spear, the widow of 
John Spear. 

The bill for the relief of Alice Usher. 

The bill for the relief of Mary Williams, widow 
of Jacob Williams, deceased. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Jonathan 
Brown, praying fora pension; which was order 
to be prinied. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reperted back, without amendment, and 
with a.recommendation that it do pass, the bill for 
the relief of John Wharry. 

Mr:BATES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made reports (which were order- 
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ed to be printed) on the following bills from the 
House, and adverse to their passage, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Carter B. Chandler. 

The bill granting a pension to Robert Poindexter 
of Kentucky. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Dawkins; and 

The bill granting a pension to John Peak. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, the 
following bills from the Housr, viz: 

The bili for the relief of Benjamin J. Tot'en; and 

The bill granting to James Lowe $1,000 and 
one section of land. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed (0 inquire into the expediency of retaining the organ- 
ization of the four companies of light artillery, as fixed by the 
law of the Buh of July, 1838, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, frem the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reporied back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
for the relief of William Allen. 

Mr. W., from the same commitiee, made a re- 
port aciverse to the passage of the House bill for 
the relief of Mary Crawford; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Several adverse reports of standing committees 
were then taken up, and concurred in. 

The following bills, which were ordered to be 
engrossed on yesterday, were taken up, read the 
third time, and passed, viz: 

House bill for the relief of Isaac and Thomas 
8. Winslow. 

House bill for the relief-of Burr & Smith. 

House bill fer the relief of Ferdinand Seibert. 

House bill for the relief of Elisha Moreland, 
Wiliiam M. Kennedy, Robert J. Kennedy, and 
Mason E. Lewis. 

House bil! for the relief of Peter Lionberger. 

House bill for the relief of John R. Delany. 

House bill for the relief of James M. Morgan. 

House bill for the relief of Cornelius Wilson 
and James Canter. 

House bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Captain Samuel Shannon, 
deceased.” 

The bi!l to authorize the Legislatures of the 
States of Illinois, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Ten- 
nessee, to sell lands heretofore appropriated for the 
use of schools in those Siates; and 

Senate bill deelaring the assent of Congress to 
the State of [ilinois imposing a tax on all lands 
heretofore sold by the United States in that State, 
f.om and after the time of such sale. 

House bill entiiled “An act for the relief of the 
vestry and churchwardens of the Protestant Epis- 
copa! Church of the parish of St. Philip, in Charles- 
ton, South Carclina,” was taken up as in commitiee 
of the whole, on an adverse report of the Commitiee 
on Finance, and indefinitely postponed. 

The bili for the relief of John P. Skinner, and 
legal representatives of Isaac Green, was taken up 
as in committee of the whole; and,afer some re- 
marks by Messts. McDUFFIE, SEVIER, EVANS, 
and WOODBURY, against it, and by Mr. BER- 
RIEN in favor of its passage, it was, on motion by 
Mr. EVANS, postponed till Friday next for fur- 
ther examination. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ale the credentials of James Bucnanan, who has 
been elected by the Legislature of Pennsylvania as 
a Senator for that Sta'e for six years from and 
after the 4th day of March next; which were er- 
dered to be placed upon the files. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. Liwn’s bill for the occupation and set- 
tlement of the Territory of Oregon next came 
wp as the uofinished business of yesterday; the 
question pending being on ils passage. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, being entitled to the floor, 
rose, and was understood to say that he had learned 
from his friends that, in consequence of the argu- 
ment made yesterday by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr, Benron,] the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Cuoate] desired to reply. He, (Mr. 
M.,) therefore, most cheerfally yielded the floor. 
But, as the hour was late, he moved that the Sen 
ate adjourn. 

The Senate then adjourned over to Monday. 





CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Faipay, January 13, 1843. 

Mr. MEDILL presented a petition from mem- 
bers of the bar, and other citizens of Lancaster, 
Ohio, praying the repeal of the law of the last ses- 
sion, removing the summer term of the circuit and 
district courts of Ohio to Cincianati: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. READ presented a petition from sundry 
cit-zens of northern Pennsylvania, praying for the 
repeal of the bankrapt law. 

Mr. WISE presented a memorial, signed by 
twelve hundred citizens of Baltimore and Balti- 
more county, praying Congress to pass the exche- 
quer bill; which he moved to refer to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on ‘he state of the Union. 

The motion being carried, 

Mr. WI3E moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of taking up the exchequer 
bill. 

Mr. FILLMORE requested the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion for the present, to give him an 
opportunity to report a bill from the Committee of 
— and Means; which being assented to by Mr. 

ISE, 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for certain fortifications of the United States for 
the half calendar year beginning on the Ist Janu- 
ary, 1843, and ending on the 30h June, 1843; and 
for the fiscal year beginning on the Ist July, 1843, 
and ending on the 30:h June, 1844; which was 
twice read, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. WISE then renewed his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the exchequer bill. 


Mr. EVERETT asked if the motion would re- 
quire a vote of two-thirds, as in a suspension of 
the rules, or would a majority be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER said that a majority could go 
inte Committee of the Whole at any time. 

Mr. MATHIOT called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, 

The question was taken and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 53, nays 128, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barton, Bidlack, Bowne, Briggs, 
Bronson, Burnell, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, 
John C. Clark, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, Cushing, Dawson, 
John Edwards, Egbert, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd, 
Gwin, Hays, Houston, Hv >ard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Linn, Mitchell, Pickens, Plumer, Rencher, Ridgway, 
Roosevelt, William Russell, Sewell, Shields, William Smith, 
Snyder, Stokely, Stratton, Taliaferro, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, 
Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, Thomas W. Williams, 
Joseph L. Williams, Winthrep, Wise, Wood, and John 
Young—53. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Babcock, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Beeson, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Botts, Boyd, Milton 
Brown, J. Brown, Burke, Wm. Butler, William O. Butler, 
Calhoun, Wm. B. Campbell, Thos. J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Cary, Casey, Chapman, Childs, Staley N. Clarke, Clifford 
Clinton, Colquitt, Cranston, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Eastman, John C. Edwards, 
Everett, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goggin, Gordon, Graham, Halsted, Harris, mom, 
Hopkins, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James livin, Jack, 
Cave Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, 
Lane, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, Robert McClel- 
lan, McKay, McKennan, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Thomas 
F. Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, 
Maxwell, Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Morrow, Newhard, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Par- 
tridge, Payne, Pearce, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Ben- 
jamin Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Read, Reding, Reynolds, 
Riggs, Rodney, J. M. Russell, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Shep- 
perd, Truman Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, A. H. H. 
Swart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Sweney, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Toland, Trotti, Van Rensselaer, Warren, Washington, 
Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Christopher H. Wil- 
liams, Yorke, and Augustus Young —128, 


So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the exchequer bill. 

Mr. EVERETT moved a suspension of the 
rules, that he might move to take ap the bill to re- 
peal the bankrupt law. 

Mr. CUSHING said, as that would exclude all 
other business, and as this was private bill day, he 
would call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being ta- 
ken, resulted as follows: Yeas 119, nays 70 

The motion was not carried; the majority being 
less than two-thirds. 

Toe joint resolution to bar a second application 
for claims against the Government, unless sup- 
ported by new facts, which was under discussion 
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yesterday during the morning hour, again came yp ome 
in order. Crans 
Mr. PARMENTER opposed the adoption of ine [EC Bt, 
resolution. Gordon, Gral 
Mr. GIDDINGS advocated the passage of the [iE weksy,, Mat 
resolution. Michell, Mor 
The SPEAKER then put the question of coney,, ME mc-cke Ror 
rence in the resolution, and pronounced thai he ei, Shaw, St 
thought the noes bad it. John T. Stuan 
The yeas and nays were called for and ordered: wets Mes 
but before they were taken, ' Borden, Bo: 
Mr. BIDLACK, after some few observations, fae °.2") 
the necessity of some such rule, gave notice tha erett, Fillmore 
it it should be rejected, he would, at the first op. fame 2 Soe Gia 
portunity, introduce @ resolution calling upon the egy Irv 
Committee of Ways and Means to report cn ih gee keonedy, Kin 
expediency of bringing in a bill to appoint some Keon, allory, 
oficer whose duty it should be to examine thos Leavy Wes 
cases of private claims, cross-examine witnesses Read, Riggs, R 
and put cross-interrogatories. ae bai oe 
Mr. ADAMS objected to the resolution, on the MMM Tuplett, Van 
ground that it interfered with the right of petition, fame Wiitt, Joseph 
which was secured to the people by the Constiy. MMM “av aucun 
tion. Already restrictions on that right existed, of | 
which he did not approve. He urged the fact, th, JE 5° ‘2° Fes 
there was no other remedy to the claimant but i Mr. FILL 
petition Congress. In this country, no man could and Means, 


sue the Government; whilst in England, there was 
a board of exchequer for the settlement of claims, 
In that country, a subject might even sue the King 
for justice. He also opposed the resolutien op 
another ground. The Committee of Claims was, 
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bers were prevented often from allowing claims, by 
tne fear of being charged with exiravagant ex. 
penditure of the public money. They were also, 
he had no doubt, sometimes influenced by pany 
considerations in rejecting acclaim, Therefore, he 
thought that a rejection once ought not to prejudice 
a claim ever thereafier. 

Mr. HOLMES contended that this resolution 
propesed an important innovation in the practice 
of the House; and begged that the House would 
pause before it adopted a measure which might in- 

















flict so much injustice upon individuals. Mr. HOL 
Mr. ARNOLD argued in favor ef the adoption imp "0% by subs 
of the resolution, and contended that it did not, as met! for the 
supposed by his venerable friend from Massachu- Aftera de 
setts, [Mr. Apams,} abridge the right of petition. HMRPICKENS, | 
He was induced to favor the resolution, on account HABFIT took pa 
of his experience on the Committee of Claims. He jibe original | 
solemnly believed that nine out of ten of the claims Mr. TURI 
presented here had no foundation whatever. xk leave to 
The debate was further continued by Messrs, Mi /0rce the act 
GRAHAM and TILLINGHAST; when property lost 
Mr. BOTTS moved the following amendment: Sales. 
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** Provided, however, That this rule shall not operate asa 
bar to the presentation of any claims that may have, at a for 
mer session, passed either House of Congtess.”’ 


Afier some remarks from Mr. BRIGGS, Mr. 
JOHN C. CLARK demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. STANLY asked the gentleman from New 
York to withdraw the call for the previous ques- 
tion, to allow him to offer an amendment, prom- 
ising to renew the call. 

Mr. J C. CLARK assenting, 

Mr. STANLY offered the following amendmet! 
to the amendment: 


“And provided, further, That no committee of either House 
of Congress shall be permitted to employ a clerk, without per 
mission being first obtained for that purpose.” 


Mr. STANLY, after explaining his reasons for 
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offering this amendment, renewed the call fort Mihearried, whic 
previous question; which being seconded, and bt Hilat great Jeng 
main question ordered, ; Mr. TILT 
The first question was taken on Mr. Stantys My 4 . 
amendment; and it was agreed to. ‘7 a 
The question was next taken on Mr. Bort’ The questi 
amendment; and it was also agreed to. BP onsiderati 
The question was then taken on concurring 2 Mi No quorus 
the resolation as amended; and the yeas and Dav’ Hiiirdered; and, 
having been ordezed, the result was—yeas %, carried- 
nays 103, as follows: The questi 
Arnold Artineton, Athens gctigg Hanes, Baton bere TER 
Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Jaman, Botts, Bowne, Brew Mr. YOU! 


Bronson, Milton Brown, Burke, William Butler, Green . tion to ad: 
Caldwell, P. C. Caldwell, John Campbell, Wm. B. © oC H 
Thomas J, Campbeil, Caruthers, Casey, Chapman, Johu ™ ous 
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iferd, Clinton, Coles, Colqui Mark A. Cooper, 
Cast, cao, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Doig, Eastman, John 
Conntwards, Ferris, Fessenden, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmer, 
C. Graham, Green, Harris, Houston, Hunter, Cave 
Lane, Lewis, Lino, Littlefield, Abraham McClellan, 
Jobeanm, Mathiot, Mathews, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, 
Meley, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Pearce, Pendleton, Pick- 
Miicne, A. Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Reding, Rencher, 
a Rogers, ae M. — a ee Sew- 
She m. Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stratton 
eh Se care Trott, Turney, Warren, Washiagion, an 
a Adams, Allen, Baker, Barnard, Blair, 
Borden, Boyd. Briggs, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, William 
0. Butler houn, Cary, Staley N. Clarke, Cross, Cushing, 
Richart D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Doan, John Edwards, Ev- 
erett, Fillmore, John G. Fioyd, Gates, Goggin, P. G. Goode, W. 
0 Goode, Granger, Gustine, Halsted, Hastings, Henry, Holmes, 
ins, Hubard, Hudson, Hunt, C. J, Ingersoll, J. R. Inger- 
wll, James Irvin, William W. Irwin, Isaac D. Jones, John P. 
Kennedy, King, Lowell, Robert McClellan, McKennan, Mc- 
Keon, Mallory, Marchand, Thomas F. Marshall, Samson Mason, 
Mattocks, Medill, Miller, Moore, Morgan, Newhard, Par- 
menter, Partridge, Plumer, Powell, Proffit, Ramsey, B. Randall, 
Read, Riggs, Rodney, Wm. Russell, Saltonstall, Slade, Truman 
amith, Snyder, Soliers, Steenrod, Stokely, Summers, Talia- 
ferro, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Triplett, Van Buren, Ward, Weller, Westbrook, Edward D, 
White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Christopher 
H, Williams, Joseph L, Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Wood, 
Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—103. 


So the resolution was not concurred in. 


Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, introduced the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be dis. 
from the consideration of so much of the “estimates of 
appropriations for 1843 and 1844”’ as relates to the construction 
of a dike for closing Hog island channel, in Charleston harbor, 
South Carolina, and that the subject be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. : 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of so much of the esti- 
mates of appropriations for 1843 and 1844, as relates to the com- 
mencement Of a work at Sandy Heok, New York; to the com- 
mencement of aforton Sollers’ point flats, Baltimore harbor; 
to the preservation of the site of Fort Caswell, Cape Fear, 
North Carolina; to the preservation ef the site of Fort Moultrie, 
Charleston, South Carolina; to the commencement of a fort on 
the coast of Georgia; to the commencement of a fort between 
Mobile bay and the Rigolets, Louisiana; to the erection of bar- 
racks, quarters, and storehouses at Fort Gibson, Arkansas, and 
to the erection of forts and batteries on Staten island, New York 
harbor; and that those subjects be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, with instructions to inquire into the expediency 
of selling Fort Gansevoort aud its site, (within the city of New 
York,) and of applying the proceeds to the purchase, from the 
State of New York, of the works and their site on Staten island. 


Mr. HOLMES moved to amend the first resolu- 


tion, by substituting the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs for the Commitiee on Commerce. 


Aftera debate, in which Messrs. HOLMES, 
PICKENS, FILLMORE, GRANGER,and PROF- 
FIT took part, the amendment was negatived, and 
ihe original resolutions were adopted. 


Mr. TURNEY gave notice of his intention to 
ak leave to introduce a_ bill further to continue in 
foree the act for the payment of horses and other 
property lost in the military service of the United 

ales. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, offered the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: 









































Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
furnish to this House a copy of the report heretofore made to 
him by Lieut. Wilkes, relative to his examination of Oregon 


‘erritory. 
He also submitted aresolation (which wasagreed 
le) ordering the printing of a certain map accom- 
panying the report of the Committee on Military 
Afaits, respecting the erection of military posts in 
he Oregon Territory. 

Mr.GIDDINGS called for the orders of the day. 


The SPEAKER announced the next business to 
the question of reconsideration of the vote by 
Which the bill for the relicf of Philip Renault was 
carried, which, on previous days, has been debated 
al great length. 
sf. Mr. TILLINGHAST, who was entitled to the 
00r, Spoke on the question at much length. 
5 BB The question was then taken on the motion for 
consideration, and resulted in ayes 70, noes 43. 


No quorum voting, tellers were called for and 
“dered; and, on taking the question, the motion 
carried—ayes 86, noes 49. 
The question then recurred on the passage of the 
I, when 
Mr. YOUNG of New York, intimating his in- 
ion to address the House on the subject, 
House adjourned. 
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CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Saturvay, January 14, 1843. 

Mr. HUBARD presented the petition of Sarah 
Hughes, widow of William Hughes, praying for a 
pension under the act ef July 7, 1838. 

Also the petition of Frances Lewis, formerly 
widow of William Palmer, deceased, praying for 
a pension under the acts of July 4 and March 3, 
1837; which were appropriately referred. 

Mr. CASEY presented the memorial of the Le- 
gislature of the State of Illinois, relative to pre- 
emption rights, and donations of public lands to 
aciual settlers; which, on bis motion, was referred 
to the Commitiee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of B. 
B. Whittemore, and others, cilizens of Amherst, 
New Hampshire, praying for the repeal of the 
bankrupt law. 

Mr. DODGE, delegate from Wiskonsin, presen'- 
ed the petition of inhabitants of the county of 
Milwaukie, Territory of Wiskonsin, asking Con- 
gress for an appropriation for a harbor at the town 
of Milwaukie, in said Territory. 

Two petitions from inhabitants of Racine 
county, asking Congress for an appropriation for 
a harbor at the mouth of Root river, town of Racine, 
in said Territory. 

Taree petitions from the town of Lanesville and 
viciniiy; Rock county, Territory of Wiskonsin, 
asking Congress for an appropriation for a harbor 
at the mouth of Rooi river, town of Racine, in said 
Terri ry. 

Petition from the town of Betoit, Territory of 
Wiskonsin, asking Congress for an appropriation 
for a harbor at the mouth of Root river, town of 
Racine, in said Territory. 

Petition of citizens of lowa county, Territory of 
Wiskonsin, asking Congress for an appropriation 
for a harbor at the mouth of Root river, town of 
Racine, in said Territory. 

Petition of citizens of Walworth county, 
Territory of Wiskonsin, asking Congress for an 
appropriation fora harbor at the mouth of Root 
river, town of Racine, in said Territory. 

Petition of citizens of the town of Madison, 
the seat of Government for the Territory of Wis- 
konsip, asking Congress for an appropriation for a 
harbor atthe mouth of Root river, town of Racine, 
in sail Territory. 

Petition numerously signed by citizens of the 
city of New York, asking Congress for an appro- 
priation fora harbor atthe town of Milwankie, 
in the Territory of Wiskonsin. 

Mr. BRONSON, from the Committee on Pablic 
Lands, reported a bili for the relief of Elizabeth 
Monroe, of Missouri. This bill, which was mere- 
ly changing a location of land, was passed through 
its final stages. 

Mr. BOTTS presented a memorial from Rich- 
mond, for the repeal of the bankrupt law, 

Mr. BARNARD presented the petition of 81 in- 

habitants of Bethe!, in Windsor county, Vermont, 
against the repeal of the bankrupt law. 
Mr. EVERETT presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Vermont, in relation to the franking 
privilege. He was also unders'ood to say that the 
same legislative body had agreed to a resolution on 
the subject of the reduction of the pay of mem- 
bers of Congress. 

Mr. L. W. ANDREWS called up a motion of 
reconsideration of a vote some time since taken, 
negativing a resolution to allow the Committee on 
Public Expenditures a clerk, and to confer the 
power to send for persons and papers. 

After some conversation between Mr. WISE, 
Mr. ANDREWS, the SPEAKER, and others, the 
reconsideration was agreed to; and the resolution, 
modified so as to authorize the committee to send 
for persons and papers only, was agreed to. 

Mr. HUBARD offered the following resolutions, 
which were adopted: 


Resolved, Chat the Committee oa the Militia be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of taking some action to ensure 
uniform annual returns of the militia in the several States to 
the Secretary of War; and also of recommending a fair and just 
basis of apportionment for the distribution of the national 
arms. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be instrucied 
to report a bill to correct the “extraordinary disproportion be- 
tween the arms allotted, to the several States and their respec- 
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tive populations,” arising under the act of 1808 for armingand 
equipping the whole body of the militia; and to ensure, in fu- 


ture, a fairand equal disiribution of the national arms amongst 
the several States of this Union. 


Mr. TILLINGHAST introduced the following 
resolution, and it was agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be re- 


quired to inquire into the expediency of continuing the pension 


of Mrs. Eliza Stevens, widow of the late Commodore Thomas 
W. Stevens, deceased. 


Mr. WELLER presented certain resolutions of 
the General Assembly of Ohio, requesting their 
Senators and Representatives to procure sundry 
amendments of the laws in relation to the Post Of. 
fice establishment. They were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. J. C. BDWARDS presented a petition 
from sundry citizens of the southwestern part of 
Missouri, praying an appropriation for the survey 
and improvement of Brandon and Spring rivers: re- 
ferred to a select committee. 

Mr. TURNEY, pursuant to notice, introduced 
a bill farther to continue in force the act for the 
payment of horses and other property lost in the 
military service of the United States, It was read 
‘twice, and committed. 

Mr. J.C. EDWARDS intreduced the following 
resolution, and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to in- 
form this House what time will be necessary to make a survey 
of Grand river, from its junction with the Arkansas river to 
Fort Gibson, to the juaction of the Neosho and Spring river; 
and of Spring river, from the point last aforesaid, to the west- 
ern boundary of the State of Missouri. 

Mr. SPRIGG presented the memorial of manu- 
facturers of hats in the State of Kentucky, praying 
that hatters’ furs be admitted into the United States 
free of duty. 

Mr. McKAY presented a memorial of Joseph 
H. Walters, of the county of Brosswick, 1m the 
State of North Carolina, praying to be allowed 
and paid the amountof damage he alleges to have 
sustained in his rice plantation, in consequence of 
the operations of the Government for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Cape Fear river; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HOWARD offered the foliowing resolution, 
which was adopied: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War furnish this House 
witha copy of the report of F. B, W. Stockton, of his survey 


of the harbor 4c, at the meuth of Galien river, (New Buffalo,) 
in the State of Michigan. 


Mr. BIDLACK presented the petition of certain 
citizens of Pennsylvania for the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO called for the orders of the 
day; when 
Toe SPEAKER having called on the standing 
commitiees for reports, the following were made: 
Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Mary 
Barry, widow and administratrix of Thomas Barry; 
which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. ‘TALIAFERRO made some unfavorable 
reports from the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill 
for the relief of Mary Pike; which was twice read, 
and referred. 

On motion by Mr. ANDREWS, the same com- 
mittee was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of Polly Wentworth. 

On motion by Mr. RODNEY, the same commit- 
tee was discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of Polly McCraw. 


Mr. STRATTON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Jeremiah Kimbal!; which was twice read and re- 
ferred. 

Mr. BURKE presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislatare of the State of New Hampshire, in- 
structing the Senators and requesting the Repre- 
sentatives from said Stete, in Congress, to use 
their exertions to procure such a modification of 
the existing post office laws, as thal postmasters, 
members of Congress, and officers of the General 
Government shal! not enjoy the franking privilege, 
except in cases relating to their official duties; and 
also to procure a reduction of the present rates of 
postage. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee of Claims, to 
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which was referred the bill from the Senate, for 
the relief of Ephraim H. Dickson, made an unfa- 
vorable report thereon. 

Mr. CROSS, from the Commitiee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the Governor 
of the State of Arkansas to select six sections of 
land ander the act for the admission of said State 
into the Union: read twice and referred. 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, ordered 
that the second Thursday and Friday of February 
nextbe set apart for the consideration of business 
relating to the Distriet of Columbia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Commitiee for 
the District of Columbia, reporied a bill to extend 
the charter of certain banksip_sajd District: read 
twice, and referred. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported a bill to grant a town- 
ship of land to the Virginia Institution for the edu- 
cation of the blind, deaf, and dumb: read twice, 
and referred. 

Mr. CUSHING moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole gn the state of 
the Union: rejected without a division. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS gave notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bili to 
reduce the number of persons in the employment 
of the Government at the port of New York. 

Mr. LEVY submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and adopted: 


Reeolved, That the Secretary of War be required to furnish 
to this House a copy of the reportand survey of the mouth of 
the Suwanee river in Florida, and the estimate for said work; 
and that he also furnish tothis House an estimate of the cost of 


@urveying aroute fora railroad to connect the waters of the 
St. John’sand Suwanee rivers. 


Mr. MARK A. COOPER submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to in- 
quire into the expediency and justice of refunding to the State 
of Georgia an unliquidated balance paid by that State for vol 
uuteers ordered out in the years 1835, 1836, 1837, and 1838, and 
not embraced in the law of jast session providing for this claim. 


FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 


The resolution introduced by Mr. Bowne, to 
instruct the Commitiee on the Judiciary to bring 
in a bill to refund the fine extorted from General 
Jackson at New Orleans, in 1815, by Judge Hall, 
came up as the business of the morning hour. 

The amendment submitied by Mr. Apams, to 
refer the subject, with certain instructions, to the 
same committee, being the pending question— 

Mr. HUNT (who had the floor) observed that, 
coming into the House as he did, at the commence- 
ment of the session, just recovering from a severe 
indizposition, he had prescribed to himself the 
course of a silent member, attending to the public 
business, and casting a silent vote as his conscience 
dictated. He should have adhered to that deter- 
mination, but for the strange, and, to him, alarm- 
ing legel proposition pet forward by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Incersout,] ia con- 
nexion with the case now under consideration. 
Feeble as he was, he could not consent to give a 
silent vote upon the question stated by bim, when 
that question had been placed on the ground as- 
sumed by the gentleman. He had been relieved 
somewhat from the effect produced by the startling 
proposition to which he bad just alluded, in refer- 
rence to the law that should govern ihis and simi- 
Jar cases—that was, in reference tothe supremacy of 
civil over military law—in consequence of the 
ground on which the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. W. 0. Burier] had placed it. He under- 


‘stood that gentleman distinctly to avow that Gen- 


eral Jackson himse!f never claimed that the military 
was superior to the civil power; and he understood 
the gentleman further, in the course of his able and 
eloquent remarks, which were listened toby himself, 
as well as the House, with the greatest pleasure, 
distinctly 10 say that he placed the refunding of 
this fine upon the ground that General Jackson, 
under the circnmstances in which he found him- 
self, acted from an overruling necessi'y. If, 
therefore, the case was to come before the Heuse 
placed on that ground, it was stripped of the ob- 
jectionable features thrown round it by the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. A bill 
had been reported in the other House, proposing to 
refund this fine; and it was placed on the ground 
of the meritorious services rendered by General 
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Jacksof, without casting the slightest reflection 
upon the judge who imposed. the fine, and giving 
no intimauon that the military was superior to the 
civil power. It was placed on the ground that 
General Jackson, in the honesty of his motives, 
was placed under the necessity, for the time being, 
of prostrating or closing up the civil tribunals; or, 
to use his own Janguage, proclaim martial law. 
He did not say that, placing it on that footing, he 
would vote for the refunding of this fine; all he 
meant to say was, that plecing it on these grounds 
would relieve it from the objectionable features 
thrown around it by the gentleman from Pennsy|!- 
vahia. 

Having but a brief portion of the morning hour 
left him, he proposed, as succinctly as possible, to 
place before the House his own views of the legal 
grounds on which this case rested; and, in order to 
do that more intelligibly, he shonld endeavor to 
present to the notice of the House the laws bearing 
on it, exclusive of any opinions of his own. If he 
succeeded in getting through with the legal ques- 
tion before the expiration of his hour, he should 
then, with the leave of the House, proceed to give 
his own opinions on it. 


Now, in order to understand the principles 
which ought to govern this question, he asked the 
House calmly to consider what it was. Laying out 
of view many of the circumstances which it would 
be necessary to take into consideration, and which 
would take from General Jackson all pretence that 
the proclamation of martial law was indispensable 
to the preservation of the city he defended, he 
would present a statement of facts, according to 
dates, which it would be important to consider in 
coming to a decision on this question. The battle 
of New Orleans, as was known to all, was fought 
on the 8th of January, 1815; and, on the 3d of 
March following, an article appeared in the New 
O:leans Courier, signed “A Citizen of Louisiana, 
of French origin,” and which article was written 
bya Mr. Lovwallier. On the Sith of March, Lou- 
allier was arrested by order of General Jackson; 
and, on the same day, application was made to 
Judge Hall, the district judge of Louisiana, for a 
writ of habeas corpus in his favor. The order was 
ivsued by the Judge; and, in issuing it, the writ was 
made returnable on Monday, the 6h. The Judge 
dated the order on the Gih. It was ascertained, 
before the writ was issued, or before it passed 
out of his control, that there was a mistake; and 
the Judge was called on to correct it, which was 
done by dating it the 6th. On the evening of that 
day the counsel of Louallier, at the suggestion of 
Judge Hall, apprized General Jackson of these 
proceedings, and that a writ of habeas corpus had 
been issued. On that day Judge Hall himself was 
arrested by Generai Jackson’s order; and, on the 
morning of the 6:h, before breakfast, a court-mar- 
tial was appointed to sit on the life of Louallier. 
Judge Hall was kept in confinement from the 5th 
to the 11th or 12th, and then taken by a guard of 
regular soldiers without the limits of the city, and 
discharged. Gentlemen would find the truth of 
this statement in Senate Doc. No. 14 of the pres- 
ent session. 


Now, the first question he wished to ask was 
this: had General Jackson any authority to declare 
martial law? He wished to meet this broad ques- 
tion, because he thought the time had arrived when 
it should be settled, while they could ¢o it, instead 
of transferring it to posterity, when it would be 
more difficult of settlement. Had, then, General 
Jackson, or bad any military officer, even in time 
of war, the right to proclaim martial law, and to 
suspend the civil proceedings of the tribunals of 
the country? It was important to answer this 
question; otherwise, it might become a precedent 
of most dangerous import hereafter. He un- 
dertook to show that neither General Jackson 
nor any other military officer had any such 
authority, (and on this point he thought the 
country was much indebted to a writer who 
had been often quoted on this floor, in opposition to 
the right to such authority of any military power; ) 
but he did not contend that, in time of war, a mili- 
lary commander might not find himself placed in 
circumstances as described by a gentleman from 
Kentucky, who had preceded him in this debate, 











in which an overruling necessity mj 

him to invade the rights of eomedie = ore 
sons; but of that necessity such officer muy inl, 
and act at his peril. He admitted that the necay, 
sity might exist for a commander to barn 

and take property; but the Government woy\ be 
under the necessity of making compensation (MME ceatio 





property so destroyed or taken; and as it was 
ruling necessity that afforded the law for sys. 


procedure, there was not—there could not — 
provision made for it by law in advance, j, ’ 
illustration of this position, he showed tha ak 


defence of Baltimore. 


He next quoted the 9th section of the 1st artic) 
of the Constitation, which provides that “the piv: 


pensation was made for property destroyed jy th 
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lege of the wrij of habeas corpus shall not bes, next; wh 
pended, unless when, in case3 of rebellion or iny, . On me 
sion, the public safety may require it;” and he au. in certail 
ed who was to be the judge of that necessity} Wy, jnfants il 
it the President of the United States, or any sabonj, up; and 


nate officer in command? No; it was the Legisiy. 
ture of the couniry that was the judge, and i, 
only judge, ef that necessity. He supported ih 
position by citing the practice of Mr. Jefferson, wh 
in 1807, as President of the United States, appli 
to Congress for a temporary suspension of the wri 
of habeas corpus for three months; which, howeye, 
was refused by the House of Representative, 
where the bill was defeated, which had passed tly 
Senate for that purpose. Where, then, was thy 
authority found by which General Jackson 

claimed martial law? It was certainly not in the 
Constitution; for he found no countenance for ity 
exercise of it there; nor yet in the history of 

land, whence the habeas corpus, as well as the prip 
cipies of freedom on which our system is based, 
was derived. The habeas corpus was one of ik 
boons which the siurdy Barons wrested from King 
John at Runnymede; and when had there bey 
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any attempt to suspend it there? Besides, eminen and the: 
legal authority had distinctly stated that th ‘for the ¥ 
doctrine of military or martial law as laid dom On tm 
in Blackstone and Holt, had no applicationfmme Pedto 1 
England; and surely the inhabitants of this com tobe pr 
try ought to have as great protection | for life and ; Also" 
property, as was enjoyed there under that law, he 


He next glanced at the trial of Louallier bys 
a drum-head court-martial, (for which he was u- 
dersteod to contend that General Jackson hai 
no legal author:ty,) for the purpose of opposing 
the declaration of General Jackson’s friends ani 
defenders, that the imposition of the fine was 
usurpation of authority, and an unjust judgment, 
which they were called upon to wipe away. By 
the citation of the articles of war, &c., he showed 
the authority «f a commander, which, however, 
he asserted did not extent so far as General Jack 
son appeared to have supposed. 

Thus he had presented one portion of his cas 
He had asked the friends of General Jackson i 
show him where General Jackson, or any othe 


if 


sh 


ie? 






; 












a 
, * 
si 


military commander, got his authority to s ‘modific: 
the writ of habeas corpus?—where he got hisa ‘papers 
thority for the arrest and trial of Louallier by 4 congres 
drum-head court-martial? And he thought be ‘that the 
not left it on that ground, and with interrogati with p 
only; for he had shown affirmatively, on the olte ‘papers 
hand, that the Constitution guarantied the right — 
the writ of habeas corpus, except in urgent cass daring | 
and he had shown further the eiales of Mr. Jel in whic 
ferson, by-his practice, and the action of the Leg al 
lature, in relation (o an abrogation of that ng stage 
from which it was evident it was not conceded | 10 be 
a subordinate officer possessed such authority. mace t 

The SPEAKER here announced that tbe mo Commi 
ing hour had expired. Mr 

Several Senate bills were read twice, and "HMR zens o 


ferred. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a lel 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting! 
annual statement of contracts made by the: 
Department for and during the year 1842, in & 
half of the United States, sent to Congress in pt 
suance of the act of 3d of March, 1809; 
letter and statement were Jaid on the table. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
letter from James D. Doty, Governor of the #¢ 
ritory of Wisconsin, enclosing a printed com 








next; which 
On mo 

in certain Ca 

infants in 

up;and ont 


The bill if 
Florida wa 
marks fre 
and from Mi 
Mr. ADA 
stating that 
the pending” 
Accordit 


The PRE 
ate a com 
transmitting 
Senate of tt 
heretofore “| 
impedimen 
and the inst 
for the pret 

On moti¢ 
red to the® 
to be printe 

Also ‘la 
War Depat 
of the Se 
formation © 
gress at the 
applied. 
On moti 


on the tab 
Mr. AL 
requesting. 
vote for tlhe 
which we 





) 


\\ 


& 





nN 
Sm SEE / Fi 


YY aa 


